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ArTicte I, 


The Hiftory of England from the Acceffion of James I to the Elewa- 
tion of the Houfe of Hanover. L2y Catharine Macaulay. Vol. 
Ill. 4to. Pr. 15s. Cadell. 


HE moft fenfible argument urged by the advocates for 
the Stuart family is, that their ftretches of power never 
exceeded thofe of the Tudor race, their immediate predeceffors. 
We fhall admit the fa&, but what is the confequence? It is 
faying, in other words, that a fceptre ought to defcend from ty- 
rant to tyrant ; and that upon the revival of fcience, the know- 
ledge of liberty, its faireft fruit, fhould be the only doétrine 
uncultivated and unimproved, But let us confider this argu- 
ment in a different light. 

If the reigns of the Tudor family were arbitrary, they were 
beneficent, at the fame time. Henry VII. broke the feudal 
chains of his country, encouraged the fpirit of enterprize, im- 
proved agriculture, and laid the foundation of thofe arts which 
gave England weight and dignity among her neighbours. To 
Henry VIII. bloody and capricious as he was, we owe the re- 
formation, and our emancipation from religious flavery. 
‘If queen Elizabeth fometimes ruled with a rod of iron, fhe 
knew how to convert it into a golden fceptre ; and her fubjeéts 
in the glories of her reign forgot the invafions of their own 
birth-rights. Before we finifh this remark, it may be proper 
to ohdaeve, that Elizabeth, towards the clofe of her adminif- 
tration, relaxed the reins of government, and grew fenfible of 
the difficulties fhe muft encounter, had fhe continued to exert 
the fovereign power beyond its juft limits. 

We are ignorant of the periods of the Stuartine reigns which 
can equal the luftre of thofe abovementioned ; and yet nothing 
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is more incredible than the attachment of the votaries of that fa- 
mily to the perfons of its princes. We hazard nothing in faying, 
that it has more than once rifen to blafphemy ; and that the ad- 
mitting the Office of Healing into the public Liturgy, was 
an attempt to clothe the Stewart family with attributes duc 
to Omnipotence alone. 

The female Galileo in hiftory, whofe work now lies before us, 
was born within the compafs of that century which adopted this 
miraculous gift into its religious worfhip; and fhe writes with 
the profeffed defign of recalling her readers to the exercife of 
iene and reafon, without refpeét to founds and prepofiettions. 
We by no means profefs ourfelves Mrs. Macaulay’s panegyrifts. 
We have formerly obferved, that her hiftory muft fpeak for it- 
felf; and it is with no fmall degree of furprize we-have per- 
ceived it hitherto not only unanfwered, but unattacked ; a cir- 
cumftance the more mortifying to us, as we are thereby deprived 
of an opportunity to fhew our impartiality, by giving full weight 
to the facts and arguments which may be urged in behalf of doc- 
tiines once deemed almoft national. 

The volume we are now to review opens with the happy 
omen of the fpirit of liberty abolifhing the courts of arbitrary 
power, particularly the ftar-chamber, another term for tyranny 
itfelf. We think it needlefs to trace our author through the 
arguments urged by the popular members in both houfes 
againit bifhops fitting in parliament; efpeciaily as we are fo 
far from embracing the doftrine fhe feems to efpoufe en that 
fubje&t, that we fhall quote from her own ‘hiftory the very 
weighty opinion of a moit reverend father in God, archbifhop 
Williams, in favour of his brethren and himfelf fitting as lords 
of parliament. 

‘ Williams made a long fpeech on the occafion: he pleaded 
that part of the coronation-oath which is relative to the church ; 
and faid, ‘‘ That the king’s confcience was fo upright, dainty, 
and fcrupulous, that it ought not to be put upon {wallowing 
fuch gudgeons as to fill i:felf with doubts and difficulties *.’’ 
The other arguments he made ufe of were, the prieftly go- 
vernment of Judea; the great power of churchmen in all 
Chriftian commonwealths from the age of Conftantine, par- 


a 





* «Tt would have been a happy thing for Charles and his fa- 
mily, if his ‘* upright, dainty, and fcrupulous confctience,” 
had reftrained him from infringing that part of his coronation- 
oath which was relative to the liberties and privileges of the 
laity.’ 
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ticularly in France and the Saxon heptarchy ; and abfurdly apa 
plied the pious admonition’ of St. Paul to the Corinthians on 
their litigious fpirit, as an example to thew, that it was lawful 
for churchmen to intermeddle in fecular affairs: he endeae 
voured to prove, that legiflative power was the birthright of 
the clergy; that bifhops held their feats by virtue of their ece 
clefiaftical capacity, not by the baronies annexed to their fees ; 
and that they had hitherto made the third eftate in parlice 
ment*. Inthe courfe of his fpeech he remarked a contra- 
diction in the motive for difpoffefling bifhops of their feats in 
parliament, and a falvo in the bill for bifhops poffeffed of tem- 
poral peerages; fince, as he juftly obferved, noblemen who 
had entered into holy orders could be no lefs tied by the pecu- 
liar duties of their calling than commoners.’ 

As a proper fupplement td this quotation, we fhall extra& the 
fentiments of a ftiil higher dignitary of the church, viz. archbi- 
fhop Laud, on the fame fubjec. 

‘ Some time after this, Laud publifhed a petulant anfwer to 
lord Say. He afferted, that the fathers of the church would 
never have undertaken the burthen of fecular affairs, if it had 
been inconfiftent with their function; and quoted the honeft 
induftry of St. Paul, who, to fupport himfelf in a virtuous in- 
dependency, laboured at the trade of tent-making, as an au- 
thority that bifhops might intermeddle ia ftate concerns. If 
the counfel of fome bifhops had been taken, he faid, neither 
the king nor the church would have been in fo bad a condition 
as they now were. Bifhops could preach the Gofpel more pub- 
licly, and to far greater edification in a court of judicature, or 
at a council, where great men were met together to draw things 
to an iffue, than many preachers in their feveral charges could ; 





* « This matter was highly difputed between the popular 
party in the kingdom and the royalifts. The popular party 
called the king one of the three eftates ; but Charles affumed 
the fovereignty over the eftates, and ‘aflerted, that the eftates 
were, the lords fpiritual, the lords temporal, and the com- 
mons. This was a very abfurd pretenfion; fince no power 
can be fuperior to the legiflative ; and if the king is not part 
of the legiflative, he can be only the executive, which is a 
power fubordinate to the legiflative. 

‘ The lawyer Bagfhaw argued, that bifhops fat in parlia- 
ment in virtue of their temporal baronies; and that their to- 
tal abfence from parliament could no more obftrué the pro- 
ceedings of parliament, than the abfence of any other num- 
ber of lords. 
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befides, there was not that neceflity of preaching now as for- 
merly, when the world was little acquainted with the Gofpel : 
he prayed God it had not got a dangerous furfeit. .'To fhew 
that parliaments had been the occafion of fhedding blood as 
well as the clergy, he quoted the example of that noble par- 
hament who depofed Richard II. and called. it an irreligious, 
traitorous parliament. In this anfwer he made it plainly ap- 
pear, that he had no idea of the fenfe of moral obligations ; 
for having taken a great deal of pains to prove the dominion 
of pricfts in the Jewifh commonwealth, he concludes, that if 
the law could not give rule in this kind to thofe that live under 
the Gofpel, a man might remove his neighbour’s land-mark ; 
he might lead the blind out of the way; he might fmite his 
neighbour ; for thefe things were only prohibited by the law.’ 

We hope we have here given the public a proof of our or- 
thodoxy with refpeét to the prefent conftitution of church and 
ftate, and that the wranfzwerable reafoning of thofe two bright 
luminaries in both, will have a proper effe&t upon all who dare. 
to be of a different opinion. Notwithftanding the majority 
for liberty in one houfe, we learn that certain forms and deli- 
cacies in another retarded the work of reformation; and 
that the king, by tampering with the Scotch commiffioners, 
who were in high reputation in England, at one time, bade fair 
to overfet the whole plan of freedom. In the courfe of our 
author’s notes, mention is made of an attempt to correé the 
fhameful abufe of diftributing honours, or, in other words, to 
reftrain the crown in the exercife of its capital prerogative. 
Mrs. Macaulay, perliaps, carries her reflections on this topic ra- 
ther too far, becaufe they feem applicable to the prefent times. 
We fhall not enter either upon an arraignment or defence of 
her fentiments ; though we think Charles I. and his father were 
indefenfible in thofe peerages they created, to which an inade- 
quate degree of property was annexed. ‘They undoubtedly 
ennobled many indigent perfons, whom thcy turned loofe to 
grafe and fatten upon the common of the public, great part 
of which was imclofed for their ufe. It is however a political 
problem, whether the order of nobility is rendered more con- 
derable by being enlarged ; and we think that an Englifh 
nobleman’s importance and power in the ftate, towards the clofe 
of queen Elizabeth’s reign, was more formidable than it has 
been in any period fince that time ; neither can we imagine 
that the Englifh conftitution will ever be endangered by new 
creations of peerages, fo long as they are joined to great pro- 
perty, and provided the independency, rights, and privileges, 
of the lower houfe are maintained facred and inviolated. 


Our 











Macaulay’s Hifory of England. Vol. LI. 85 


“Our author, notwithftanding the high opinion fhe entertains 
of the patriotic houfe of commons of 1641, gives us the fol- 
lowing note. 

« Amogg thofe heroic exertions in the caufe of Liberty which 
fignalize this houfe of commons, it muft be owned that the 
particular urgency of circumftances occafioned them to lay 
fome very arbitrary reftraints on the prefs, It was ordered, 
that all ftationers and printers fhould take the name of every 
perfon who brought any thing to them to be printed, fold, or 
publifhed, that they might, under pain of incurring the fame 
penalty as the author, be ready to give account as they fhould 
be required. It is remarkable, that the printers themfelves 
preferred a bill for regulating their trade, and that there fhould 
be no books printed without licence.’ 

Mrs. Macaulay, in her fecond chapter of this volume, re- 
lates the attempt of the leaders of the popular party to wreft 
from the king the power over the militia. Here a point of the 
utmoft confequence is ftarted by Mr. St. John, who declared, 
that fuch power over the militia as might be neceflary for the 
fecurity of the kingdom, was not yet by law veited in any per- 
fon, not even inthe crown. ‘This doétrine was new to Charles 
and the rovalifis, who always fuppofed that the power of the 
militia was unalienably fixed in the crown, ‘Ten propofitions 
were drawn up by the commons, and afiented to by the lords, 
for vefting the forts and militia of the kingdom in proper 
hands ; and the court party making a {trong oppofition to this 
meature, ftanding committeés were appointed to oblige them to 
comply with the propofitions. Our author next mentions the 
attempts made to corrupt the Englifh army by royal emiffaries ; 
while the munition and artillery belonging to the king at Hull, 
were ordered not to be removed but by parliament. If we 
may credit Ludlow’s Memoirs, and another authority quoted 
by Mrs. Macaulay, the four northern counties, with the plunder 
of London, were offered to the Scotch army, provided they 
would interrupt the proceedings of the Englifh parliament. In 
narrating the progrefs of affairs in Scotland, which Charles vie 
fited at this time, our hiftorian puts a mark of reprobation 
upon the power which the king formerly enjoyed there, of en- 
forcing obedience to proclamations under the penalty of high- 
treafon. ‘It is (fays fhe in anote) furprizing the Scots fhould 
ever fancy them(felves a free people, whilft they permitted their 
prince to enjoy a prerogative which, in a manner, inveited him 
with the whole legiflative authority.’ 

Charles at this period diffembled fo artfully, that he pre- 
tended to be a profelyte to liberty. He made feveral po- 


pular promotions, and agreed that no member of the’ privy- 
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council, no officer of ftate, none of the judges, fhould be ap- 
pointed, but by advice and approbation of parliament ; and all 
the cfficers of ftate were to hold their places guamdiu fe bene ge/- 
ferint. In fhort, the prefbyterian church-governmeit was now 
entirely reftored in that kingdom ; and Charles even appeared 
to profefs it. Such a conformity certainly creates the greateft 
fufpicions of infincerity in the king, who had no ruling paflion 
equal to his hatred of prefbytery and his reverence for epif- 
copacy. Our author has explained the reafons why he was 
difappointed in all his machinations, She alfo mentions a fug- 
geftion of Montrofe to the king, that it would be for his fer- 
vice to procure the murdér of the earl of Argyle, and the duke 
of Hamilton and his brother. ‘That thofe three noblemen were 
at this time apprehenfive of fuch a defign, is indifputable ; but 
nothing was more common in thofe days than the affectation of 
fuch panics by the leaders of all parties. It muft be acknow- 
leged, howéver, that Montrofe advifed his mafter to violent 
meafures. ‘This is confirmed by a letter from the queen, dated 
the 31{t of May, but the year not mentioned, and which Mrs, 
Macaulay perhaps has not feen. It contains the following ex- 
preffions ; 


‘ Cousin, 

‘« T have received your letter, and fee by it, that you are of 
opinicn the king’s affairs in Scotland are in a very bad condi- 
tion, and that this is occafioned by my refufing to hearken to 
the advice you gave me at my arrival; in this I obferved the 
king’s orders *.” 

Thus we fee that the fury of the queen and Montrofe was 
moderated by Charles himfelf; and it is certain, that whatever 
apprehenfions the Hamiltons and Argyle might affect, it was 
by their advice the king refufed to follow the counfel of Mon- 
trofe, who recommended putting all the covenanters, (no lefs 
than four-fifths of the kingdom,) to the fword. This is con- 
firmed by Wifhart, who was chaplain and hiftorian to Mon- 
trofe. 

Our author’s narrative of the original of the Irifh mafiacre in 
1641, is uncommonly curious, 





*# 6© Mon Coufin, 
‘* }’ai recue votre lettre, et par icelle vois que vous auroiez que 


les affaires en Ecoffe font en.fort mauvais etat pour le fervice 
du roy, et cela parmi negligence, pour n’avoir pas ecoutée aux 
propofitions qui in’ont été fait 4 mon arrive; en cela j’ai fuivi 
les commandemens du roy.” 
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To fecure the dominion of Ireland to the Britifh crown, 
thofe lands which had been forfeited by rebellion, and others 
fraudulently and forcibly obtained from the inhabitants, were 
conferred on Britifh planters,- who, allured by gain, had gone 
over in large colonies to fettle in that barbarous country. The 
old IJrith held their property by a whimfical tenure, called 
Taniftry. Individuals had no hereditary right: a whole fept, 
or clan, had a title to a whole territory ; thefe ufed to chufe 
the chieftain, who took upon him the title of king, or lord: 
he, thus eleéted, had the feignory of all the lands within his 
territory, with a power to make an arbitrary diftribution to his 
vaflals, who were all tenants in villainage, and were neither 
qualified to be fworn on juries, or to perform any public fer- 
vice. The chieftain himfelf held the figniory but for life, 
and each new lord had the power to make a new diftribution 
according to his pleafure. ‘Thus, neither the defcendants of 
the chieftains or vaffals had a right to particular lands ; but, as 
the lord was always chofen out of the principal branches of 
the fept, the immediate defcendants of the old chieftains fan- 
cied they had a right to thefe feignories, and fondly imagined, 
if they could throw off their dependance on the ftate of Eng- 
land, matters would be adjufted to their fatisfation. As, from 
the uncertainty of the ftates of the old Irifh, they neglected to 
build, or improve their lands, and were in a manner difunited 
from the government, by an immediate and abfolute depend- 
ance on their chiefs, who governed them in an arbitrary man- 
ner, inflifting on them what punifhments they pleafed, in the 
reign of James and Charles it was the particular care of the 
lieutenants and governors of that country to obtain furrenders, 
and re-grant them on Englifh tenures. Sir Arthur Chichefter, 
lieutenant of Ireland in king James’s time, coming into his go- 
vernment with the advantage of a fubdued rebellion, went 
great lengths towards the entire deftru@ion of the Irith lord- 
fhips. The cuftoms of Taniftry and the Brehon law were in 
all their branches abolifhed ; he offered the protection of the 
Englifh laws to all the natives; fent judges into every county 
of Ireland ; appointed fheriffs ; prohibited the chieftains from 
tyrannizing over their tenants ; and directed thefe, if they met 
with oppreffion, to complain to the minifters of juftice. Steps 
were daily taken by the government to fecure the property, as 
well as proteét the perfons, of thefe barbarians ; yet fuch was 
their ignorance, that they difdained thefe unexperienced bleff- 
ings, and envied the poffeflions of the Britifh, whom they 
looked on as robbers and invaders ; notwithftanding that the 
inftructions they had received in tillage, buildings, manufac- 


tures, and other civilized arts, was a large return for their un- 
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cultivated lands. It was not only thofe. who afpired to feigno- 
ries that kept up a fpirit of difcontent among the wild Irifh, 
but the priefts, who, though, during the reigns of James and 
Charles, they had been indulged with a connivance amounting 
to a toleration, yet, as they were deprived of their ecclefiaftical 
revenues, they took effeftual means to communicate their dif- 
pleafure, and prevent any cordial reconciliation between the 
old and new inhabitants. The fucceflive adminiftrations of 
Chichefter, Grandifon, and Falkland, though attended with 
fome circumftances arbitrary and unjuft, had been upon the 
whole very advantageous to the native Irifh, and the favourable 
inclination of the Stewart family to the principles of the Ro- 
man-Catholic faith had occafioned them uncommen indulgences 
in the article of religion; yet fuch was the power, and fuch 
the intriguing fpivit, of the pricfts, that in the fhort fpace be- 
tween the years 1603 and 16:5, three different confpiracies 
were raifed againft the Englifh government. 

¢ When the earl of, Strafford was entrufted with the admi- 
niftration of the affairs of Ireland, he, for the better accom- 
plifhment of his purpofe to eftablifh a tyranny, endeavoured 
to make a balance in parliament between the Proteftants and 
Papifts, that both parties, intent on thwarting each other, and 
thus diverted from the objets of their mutual intereft, might 
become an eafy prey. By his means the Recufants were not 
only pofiefied of an equal fhare of the legiflative power, but 
were treated with much more mildnefs and diftinGtion than the 
diffenters. Notwithftanding thefe advantages, fo obvious grew 
his diabolical purpofe, fo tyrannical were the means he was 
neceflitated to ufe, fuch was the provoking infolence of the 
man, that thefe very Papifts on whom he feemed to have cun- 
ferred obligations, thefe very Papifts whom he judged the pro- 
pereft to be trufted with arms to fcourge the Scots for their ge- 
nerous endeavours to maintain.their Liberty, thefe very Papifts 
for whofe eafe and emolument he had fo heavily taxed the Pro- 
teftants, joined in the profecution againft him, and became 
the chief inftruments of hisdeath. The difficulties with which 
the king, by his ill conduct, was entangled, proved as ad- 
vantageous to Jrifh as to Britifh Liberty,’ 


{ To be continued and concluded in our next. | 


I. 4 Large 
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Il. 4 Large Colleétion of Ancient Jewith and Heathen Teftimonies to 
the Truth of the Chriftian Religion, with Notes and Obferva- 
tions. Vol. IV. Containing the Teftimonies of Heathen Writers 
of the fourth, fifth, and jfixth Centuries. To which is added the 
State of Gentilifm under Chriflian Emperours. By Nathaniel 
Lardner, D.D. 4t0. Pr. tos. 6d. Cadell. 


E have already reviewed three volumes of this learned 
and ufeful work ; we now proceed to the fourth and 
laft, containing the following teftimonies of .heathen writers 
in the fourth, fifth, and fixth centuries of the chriftian zra. 

Chalcidius, a Platonic philofopher, about the year 330, 
bears teftimony to the appearance of an extraordinary ftar at 
the time of our Saviour’s nativity; thereby confirming the 
hiftory which is in the fecond chapter of St. Matthew’s Gof- 

el. 
: Alexander of Lycopolisin Egypt, about the year 3 50, fpeaks 
honourably of Jefus Chrift, and his religion, or the chriftian 
philofophy, as he calls it, commending it as ‘* plain and fim- 
ple, and defigned to reform the manners of men of all ranks :” 
and he has fome references to the fcriptures of the Old and 
New Teftament. 

Praxagoras, an Athenian, about 350, publifhed feveral hif- 
torical works, and among others the hiftory of Conftantine 
the Great, in two books, in which he gives that emperor a 
great character. 

Bemarchius of Czfarea in Cappadocia, fophift, about the 
fame time, wrote the hiftory of Conftantine in ten boeks. No- 
thing of that hiftory now remains, but it was a large work ; 
and there is reafon to believe, that it was favourable to that 
emperor. 

The emperor Julian, who fucceeded Conftantius in the year 
361, in his work againft the chriftians, has borne a valuable 
teftimony to the hiftory and the books of the New Tefta- 
ment. He allows, that Jefus was born in the reign of Au- 
guftus, at the time of a taxing made in Judea by Cyrenius*: 
that the chriftian religion had its rife, and began to be pro- 
pagated in the times of the Roman emperors, Tiberius and 
Claudius. He bears witnefs to the authenticity of the four 
gofpels of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, and the Aéts 
of the Apoftles ; and he fo quotes them, as to intimate, that 
thefe were the only hiftorical books received by chriftians as 
of authority, and the only authentic memoirs of Jefus Chrift 
and his apoftles, and the doirine preached by them. He al- 
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lows the early date of the Gofpels, and even argues for it. 
He quotes, or plainly refers to the A&ts of the Apoftles, as al- 
ready faid, to St. Paul’s Epifiles to the Romans, Corinthians, 
and Galatians. He does not deny the miracles of Jefus Chriit, 
but allows him to have healed the blind, and the lame, and 
demoniacs ; and to have rebuked the winds, and walked upon 
the waves of. the fea. He endeavours, indeed, to diminifh 
thofe works, but in vain. The confequence is undeniable. 
Such works are good proofs of a divine miffion. He endea- 
vours allo to leffen the number of the early believers in Jefus ; 
and yet acknowledges, that there were multitudes of fuch men 
in Greece and Italy, before St. John wrote his gofpel. He 
likewife afieis to diminifh the quality of the early believers ; 
and yet allows, that befides men-fervants and maid-fervants, 
Cornelius, a Roman centurion at Cefarea, and Sergius Paulus, 
proconful of Cyprus, were converted to the faith of Chrift, be- 
fore the end of the reign of Claudius, And he often fpeaks 
with great indignation of Peter and Paul, thofe two great 
apoftles, and fuccefsful preachers of the Gofpel. So that upon 
the whole he has undefignedly borne witnefs to the truth of 
many things recorded in the books of the New Teftament. 
He aimed to overthrow the chriftian religion, but has con- 
firmed it. His arguments againft it are perfe&ily harmlefs, and 
infufficient to uniettle the weakeft chriftian. 

We are informed by feveral ancient writers, that Julian gave 
orders for rebuilding the temple at Jerufalem, and that the at- 
tempt was defeated by divine interpo‘ tion. This is mentioned 
by three contemporary writers, Gregory Nazianzen, Chry- 
fofiom, and Ambrofe, bifhop of Milan, all chriftians ; and 
alfo by Ammianus Marcellinus *, a learned heathen, and af- 
terwards by Rufinus, Socrates, Sozomen, 'Theodoret, and Phi- 
jJoftorgius,-as well as by later writers. Accordingly the truth 
of this piece of hiitory is maintained by Fabricius, Witfus, 
the learned bifhop of Gloucefter, and others. Bafnage, how- 
ever, has made fome objeions, and Dr. Lardner propofes the 
following : 

‘ 1. Julian’s own writings may difpofe us to think, that he 
never attempted to rebuild the temple at Jerufalem. He de- 
figned it. But it is not fo clear that he attempted it, or ac- 
tially fet about it, or gave orders for it. In his letter to the 


*“ Cum rei fortiter inftaret Alypius, juvaretque provincie 
rector, metuendi globij flammarum prope fundamenta crebris 
affultibus erumpentes, fecere locum exuftis aliquoties operanti- 
bus inacceflum. Hocque modo elemento deftinatius repeilente, 
ceflavit inceptum, L, 23. cap. I. 
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community of the Jews he defires their prayers for the profpe- 
rity of his reign, *‘ and the rather, forafmuch as, if he fuc- 
ceeded in his war with the Perfians, he would rebuild their 
holy city of Jerufalem.” But he did not fucceed in the war ; 
and he never returned from Perfia ; therefore he never fet about 
rebuilding Jerufalem, or the temple there. Nor did he, at the 
time of writing that letter, intend to fet about it, unlefs he firft 
fucceeded in the war with the Perfians, He feems to have fup- 
pofed it to be a work which he fhould not be able to undertake, 
till after the Perfian war was over, and had.a good iffue. 

‘ 2. That Julian fhould give orders for building the temple, 
and allot money for it out of the public treafurie, when he was 
fetting out for Perfia, is very unlikely. It is not eafily credi- 
ble, that he fhould at that time do any thing that might at all 
impede the expedition againft the Perfians, upon which he had 
been fo long intent. -We may reafonably fuppofe, that when 
he wrote his letter to the Community of the Jews, and told 
them, 4e would build their temple, if be returned viGorious; he 
was then fenfible, he could not attempt it fooner: and that he 
fhould want all the refources of money and treafure, for that 
one defign. Which feems actually to have been the cafe. And 
when Marcellinus fpeaks of Julian’s attempt, he appears to 
have been very fenfible, that the emperour’s hands were full, 
and that there was at that time no room for any other expen- 
five undertaking, befide the Perfian war. 

‘ 3. Great weight is laid upon the teftimonie of Ammianus 
Marcellinus, who was a heathen, and an impartial hiftorian. 

‘ But then, it has been faid by fome, that he had his ac- 
‘count from the chriftians, and took it up without examination. 
To which I would add, that he was credulous, as appears from 
many things in his hiftorie. He might therefore without fcru- 
ple record a miraculous interpofition, which had been reported 
to him. Indeed, he appears very ready to receive the reports 
of extraordinarie things. Some things are mentioned by him * 
which we cannot but wonder to fee related by a man of gra- 
vity, and with plain marks of affent. 

‘ 4. The hiftorie of this event, as related by chriftian wri- 
ters, is loaded with miracles or pretended miracles, which ap- 
pear to be incredible. For it is not eafie to believe, that by 
Divine interpofition croffles were formed in the air, and im- 
prefied with a fine embroderie, or painting, upon mens bodies, or 
garments. Not now to mention any other of the ftrange 
things, moft of them filly and trifling, inferted in the accounts 
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of this aflair, But all God’s works have a dignity becoming 
hinfelf, 

‘ Mr. Mofheim having largely confidered the ftorie of the 
crofle appearing to Conftantin in the air, or ina dream, with 
a direftion from Chrift, that he fhould make ufe of that fign in 
his wars, and affluring him of victorie thereby, concludes, that 
it is not a thing worthie of Chrift: and fays, that ‘‘ it could 
be nothing more than the natural dream of a general and. an 
emperour, who fell afleep, as he was thinking of the impending 
war, and the beft method of overcoming his enemies. Let us 
take heed, fays he, left by too ftifly defending the narratives 
of the ancient chriftians concerning the miracles of their time, 
we fhould offend againft the majefty of God himfelf, and againft 
our moft holy religion, which teacheth us, not to overcome our 
enemies, but ourfelves,” A fage obfervation! which may be 
juftly applied upon divers occafions, and upon this in parti- 
cular, as I apprehend. . 

«5. There was at that time no occafion for fuch miraculous 


‘interpofitions. Undoubtedly, the Jewifh Temple was not to 


be re-built. It isnot to be thought, that Divine Providence — 
would permit it to be done at that time. But there was no 
need of fuch miracles to hinder it. Julian did not live long. 
Suppofing the Jews to have begun in his reign to ereét the tem- 
ple at Jerufalem ; the chriftian emperours, who fucceeded him, 
would take care, that they fhould not proceed. The rebuild- 
ing the temple was not a work of a few weeks, or months, .no, 
nor years. Suppofing, they had fet about the work at the be- 
gining of the year 363, they could not have done a great deal, 
before Julian died, and then their work would be effeétually 
obftructed. 

‘ 6. Once more. There are feveral chriftian writers, who 
have faid nothing about this affair, who were very likely to 
mention it, if any thing of this kind had been done. I fhall 


. inftance in three : Jerome, Prudentius, and Orofius. 


‘ Jerome was a contemporarie. He was a young man, when 
Julian died. A great part of his time he lived at Bethlehem, 
and had travelled over the land of Ifrael, or Paleftine. But 
never takes notice of this uncommon event, Dan. xi. 34. 
Now when they feall fall, they foall be balpen with a little help. In 
his comment upon that verfe, ** he mentions feveral, to whom 
that prophecie had been applied. Some, he fays, underftood 
thereby the emperour Julian, who pretended to love the Jews, 
and promifed fo offer facrifices in their temple.” It is allowed 
by all, that Julian favored the Jews, and pretended to love 
them, though he bore them no good will, and that he likewife 
talked of rebuilding their temple, and facrificing there. But 
Jerome 
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Jerome fays nothing here (though there was fo fit an occafion) 
nor elfewhere, of his attempting it, and then being defeated 
by fuch miraculous interpofitions, as thofe related by fome 
above quoted. He has often fpoken of the overthrow of the 
temple by Vefpafian and Titus, which he calls the laft. He 
has often mentioned Julian, as an adverfarie to the chriftians, 
and has quoted his work againft them. He has likewife often 
appealed to Jofephus his hiftorie of the Jewifh War. But 
fays nothing of any attempt to rebuild Jerufalem, and the tem- 
ple there in his own time, It is inconceivable, that he fhould 
omit it, though he infifts, as he does more than once, on the 
ruinous condition, in whtch the Temple had been, to that 
time, ever fince the days of Titus and Adrian. 

‘ Prudentius was another contemporarie of Julian. For he 
was born in the year 348. And did not write, till a good 
while after the death of that emperour. He has gone over the 
hiftorie of Julian’s reign. He has alfo infifted upon the ruin 
of Solomon’s Temple, the long captivity of the Jewith people 
ever fince the time of Titus. And with him he mentions 
Pompey, who firft brought the Jewifh people into fubjeétion to 
the Romans. But he fays nothing of any attempt made in his 
time by Julian to rebuild Jerufalem, or the Temple there. If 
he had known of it, and had been acquainted with credible 
accounts of miraculous interpofitions to defeat it: I do not fee, 
how he could omit to mention it. 

€ Orofius was an hiftorian, who lived not far below the be- 
gining of the fifth centurie. He has an article for Julian. But 
does not fay, that he attempted to build the Temple at Jeru- 
falem, and was wonderfully defeated. He was greatly of- 
fended with Julian, and feems to aim to hint at all his inci- 
vilities to the chriftians, of which the attempt to rebuild the 
Temple at Jerufalem has been generally reckoned one. But 
yet fays nothing of it. If Julian had attempted to rebuild the 
Temple at Jerufalem. and had been defeated by a miraculous 
interpofition ; it was an event, much to his purpofe, and al- 
together fuited to the great defign of his hiftorie, and could not 
have been omitted by him. 

‘ To me the filence of thefe three writers appears very re- 
markable. I do not know, how others may be affected by it. 
But I acknowledge, that I was much ftruck with it, when I 
firft obferved it in my inquiries imto this tranfa@ion. 

¢ And I muft now add farther, that I do not recolle&, that 
Cyril of Alexandria, in his books againft Julian, of in any 
other of his works elfewhere, has at all fpoken of an attempt 
of that emperour to rebuild the temple of Jerufalem, and that 
he was miraculoufly defeated. 

‘ What 
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‘ What Zonaras fays, in the twelfth centurie may de- 
ferve notice, ‘* He gave leave to the Jews to rebuild the tem- 
ple at Jerufalem. And they having begun to build with great 
jabour, and at much expenfe, when they endeavoured to dig 
up the earth, in order to lay the foundation; it is faid, that 
flames of fire burft out, and confumed the workmen, fo that 
they_were obliged to defift from the building.” 

‘ Let not any be offended, that I hefttate about this point. 
I think, we ought not too eafily to receive accounts of ‘miraculous 
interpofitions, which are not becoming the Divine Being.’ 

Julian was killed in the Perfian expedition in the year 363. 
Gregory Nazianzen wrote his inveétive againft Julian foon af- 
ter that emperor’s death. Ammianus Marcellinus was a na- 
tive of Antioch. In the year 374 he went to Rome; and 
there he wrote his hiftory, as appears from feveral parts of his 
work. Chryfoftom was born at Antioch, A. D. 354, and can 
hardly be fuppofed to have written fo foon as Marcellinus. 
Ambrofe lived at Milan, and relates this occurrence many years 
after, in a letter to the tmperor Theodofius. Gregory. Na- 
zianzen therefore is the firft writer, in which we meet with this 
ftrange relation. He lived at Cappadocia, at a great diftance 
from Jerufalem, and accordingly appeals in his narrative to 
hear fay, or common reports; and it is very probable, that, 
when he was writing an outrageous invective againft Julian, he 
would attend to any popular ftories which might ferve to cait 
an odium on that emperor. ‘This feems to have been his dif- 
pofition ; for fome of his accounts are extravagant and in- 
credible. He affirms, ‘‘ that the courfe of the river Orontes 
was choaked by the heaps of dead bodies thrown into it in the 
night-time, fome of them children, and virgins, facrificed in 
the way of divination ; befides all the reit that were hid in pits 
and caverns, and other private places, in and near the palace.”’ 
Chryfoltom was likewife an enemy to Julian, and, in many 
things relating to that emperor, his authority is no more to be 
regarded than that of Nazianzen. In fhort, the account which 
thefe two writers have given of the miracle in queftion is at- 
tended with fo many improbable circumftances, that a man 
muft be very eafy of belief who takes the whole for fa&. Mar- 
cellinus, though he does not relate this affair in the fame ex- 
travagant manner, has invalidated his authority by recording 
feveral things in his hiftory which evidently difcover his cre- 
dulity. Succeeding writers, who very probably took their ac- 
counts of this miraculous event from their predeceflors, are not 
much to be regarded. We are therefore of opinion that this 
piece of hiftory is very fufpicious, 


Themiftius, 


; 
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Themiftius, about the year 364, in his oration to Jovian, has 
a good argument for allowing to all men full liberty to worfhip 
the Deity according to their own fentiments. The principles 
of toleration were agreeable to the judgment of the emperor 
Jovian. ‘Themiftius, applauds him for it, and fupports that 
determination by divers reafons and confiderations, of no fmall 
weight, 

Libanius, the fophift, a native of Antioch, pleads the caufe 
of gentilifm with great freedom in the prefence of Theodofius ; 
yet he appears to have been favorable to fome chriftians, and 
recommends moderation in matters of religion. Our author 
has given a tranilation of his celebrated oration for the T. wi ite 

which was addrefied to Theodofius, A. D. 390. 

Eutropius wrote a fummary of the Roman hiftory about the 
year 370. He fays, that Julian was too great an enemy to the 
chriftians. But fome learned editors are of opinion that the 
word zimius in the original is an interpolation: and probably 
it is fo, 

Ammianus Marcellinus, who flourifhed about 380, has fe 
veral pafiages which are important, and ferve to fhew, that 
chriftian people were then of fome confequence. For the moft 
part he {peaks civilly of them, and with marks. of mode- 
ration. 

A. D. 390, Vegetius wrote a treatife of the Art of War; 

and he gives this account of the oath taken at that time by fol- 
diers, when enlifted into the legions: ‘* They fware by 'God, 
and by Chrift,.and by the Holy Spirit, and by the emperor’ : 
majefty, who is to be loved and honoured by mankind in the 
next place after God.” 

Eunapius, a zealous gentile, A. D. 396, has given us many 
curious hiftories of learned fophifts, and philofophers, and ho- 
norabie magiltrates, all zealous likewife for gentilifm, though 
not without fome marks of candor and moderation. He {peaks 
of certain monks at that time with indignation ; ‘ And, fays Dr. 
Lardner, it was a juft indignation. They were too numerous. 
They were in too mnch credit, and had too much influence, 
and heaped up riches beyond meafure. Eunapius is likewife 
offended at the refpect given to chriftian martyrs. We may well 
allow that it was exceflive and unreafonable ; and may wwWh, 
that the remonftrances made againft it, by learned gentiles, and 
fome learned and difcerning chriftians, had prevailed to check 
and controll it. But popular things will have their courfe: we 
fee proofs of it in every age.’ 

Claudian bears witnefs to the memorable victory of The- 
odofius over Arbogafles, and Eugenius in 394. ‘ Whether, 
fays Dr. Lardner, the victory was miraculous, as fome think, 

or 
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Or not, it was a remarkable event, and very feafonable, and 
advantageous to the chriftian caufe. And this teftimony of 
Claudian well deferves our notice.’ 

Macrobius about the year 400, bears teftimony to Herod’s 
flaughter of the infants at Bethlehem. ‘This writer informs 
ns, that ‘‘ when Auguftus had heard, that among the children 
within two years of age, which Herod king of the Jews com- 
manded to be flain in Syria, his own fon had been killed, he 
faid: It is better to be Herod’s hog than his fon.” 

On this noted paflage Dr. Lardner made the following ju- 
dicious obfervation in the firft edition of the Credibility of the 
Gofpel Hiftory : “ I lay little or no ftrefs upon this paffage ; 
partly, becaufe it comes too late; partly becaufe there is rea- 
fon to fuppofe, that Macrobius has been miftaken about the 
occafion of the jeft. No early chriftian writers have faid any 
thing of Herod’s having a young child of his own killed in the 
flaughter at Bethlehem. If Auguftus did pafs this jeft upon 
Herod, it might be occafioned by the death of Antipater, or 
rather of Alexander and Ariftobulus.” 

In the fecond edition the doftor adds: ‘* It ought to be al- 
lowed, that Auguftus did pafs this jefton Herod upon fome 
occafion, or other: and that Macrobius has given us the words 
of the jeft. This paflage alfo fhews, that Herod’s flaughter 
of the infants in Judea was a thing well known in the time of 
Macrobius, and was not contefted by heathen people. 

‘© If we could be affured, that Macrobius tranfcribed this 
whole paffage, not only the jeft itfelf, but the occafion of it 
likewife, from fome more ancient author ; it would be a proof, 
that this event was known in that author’s time alfo. And we 
fhould have a preat deal of reafon to fuppofe, that author to 
have been a heathen, becaufe it is likely, that Macrobius, a 
bigoted heathen himfelf, did not much deal in chriftian wri- 
ters. 

«*« But it is poffible, that Macrobius found only the jeft in 
his author, and added the occafion, having collected it from 
the common difcourfe of the chriftians in his time, who fre- 
quently {poke of this cruel action of Herod. There is fome 
reafon to fufpec this, becaufe it is very ltkely, that Auguftus’s 
reflexion upon Herod was occafioned by the death of one of 
thofe fons, whom Jofephus has mentioned: and that it has no 
relation at all to the flaughter of the infants at Bethlehem. 
This fufpicion may be farther ftrengthened by the great agree- 
ment of Macrobius with St. Matthew, in the words, which he 
ufeth concerning the children.” Macrobius being ignorant of 
Herod’s ftory, and having heard of-the flaughter of the in- 


fants ; when he met with this jeft in fome author, concluded, 
8 that 
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that there had been fome young child of Herod put to death 
With them. 

«¢ I am content therefore to leave it a doubtfull point, whe: - 
ther Macrobius tranfcribed this whole paflage, or the jeft only, 
from fome more ancient author *, 

“* Upon the whole then, there lies no objection againft this 
relation of St. Matthew. There is nothing improbable in the 
thing itfelf, confidering the jealous, cruel temper of Herod. 
The filence of Jofephus, or of the ancient Greek and Roman 
hiftorians, can be no difficulty with any reafonable perfon. 
This fa&t is confirmed by the exprefs teftimonie of very early 
chriftian writers, and by Macrobius, a heathen author about 
the end of the fourth centurie: from whom it appears, that 
this event was not then contefted, and that it was_even better © 
known, than the fate of thofe fons of Herod, whom Jofephus 
fays he put to death at man’s eftate.” 

In the work now béfore us he farther obferves, ‘ that this 
jeft of Auguftus ftands in a chapter of Macrobius, which con- 
tains a collection, of Auguftus’s witty fayings, or jefts upon 
others, and the repartees, or fmart fayings of others upon 
him ; which, as it feems, to his no fmall honour, he bore very 
patiently. As they are all independent on each other, no eluci- - 
dations can be brought in from the conneétion : for there is none.- 

‘ Pontanus, in his notes upon this place of Macrobius, fays, -. 
< Scaliger wondered, that Augultus fhould make this reflection 
upon Herod ; fince Auguftus himfelf had confitmed the fens 
tence of death upon the three fons of Herod.” 

‘ I do not find this place in Scaliger. But whoever. wondered 
at it, it was without reafon, in my opinion. For though Au- 
guiftus complied with the requefts, or propofals of Herod, and 
gave him leave to do with thofe fons as he pleafed; the em- 
.peror might ftill think it a ftrange thing, that any prince fhould 
put fo many of his own fons to death ; and he might well fay, 
alluding to the Jewifh cuftom of forbearing to eat fwine’ s flefh, 
‘« Tt was better to be Herod’s hog, than his fon.” Very pro- 
bably, that was the occafion of the jeft of Auguftus. And 
therefore as Whitby fays, “ it muft be confefled, that Macro- 
bius is miftaken in the circumftances of this ftory.” 

We may add, that jefts of this kind are popular ftories that 
deferve no credit. 





# Sixtus Senenfis tells vs, that this farcafm is mentioned by Dion Caffius in 
his Life of Auguftas. That part of Dion’s hiftory 1 is now fuppofed to be loft : 
but, anlefs we imagine that Sixtus founded his afiertion on the report of fome 
preceding writer, it muft have been extant, whea he publifhed his Bibisoetagcys 
in the year 1566. 


Voi. XXII. February, 1767; H Rutilius 
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Rutilius, A. D. 418, ridicules monkery, and laments the 
progrefs of the chriftian religion. 

Zofimus, who wrote his hiltory about 425, cafts many fe- 
vere reflections upon Conftantine and Theodofius ; and loudly 
complains of the progrefs of the chriftian religion. At the 
fame time he is himfelf fo fuperftitious, and fo credulons in re- 
ceiving, and recording filly fables and fiétions, as to expofe, ra- 
ther than recommend the ancient religion, to which he adhered. 

Befides thefe our author has alleged the ‘teftimonies of Hi- 
merius, Olympiodorus, Hierocles of Alexandria, Proclus, Mari- 
nus, Damafcius, and Simplicius, but they are of little importance. 

‘ Among all the teftimonies to chriftianity, which we have 
‘met with in the firft ages, none, fays he, are more valuable 
and important, than the teftimonies of thofe learned philofo- 
phers, who wrote againft us. All know whom I mean: Cel- 
fus in the fecond century; Porphyrie, and Hierocles, and the 
‘anonymous philofopher of Lattantius, in the third, and Julian 
in the fourth centurie. ‘Thefe may be feemingly tagainft us, 
but are really for us. They are not come dowr to us entire. 
But we have large and numerous fragments of fome of them ; 
which bear a fuller, and more valuable teftimonie to the books 
of the New Teftament, and to the faés of the Evangelical 
hiftory, and to the affairs of chriftians, than all our other wit- 
meffes befides. They purpofed to overthrow the arguments for 
‘chriftianity. They aimed to bring back to gentilifm thofe who 
had forfaken it, and to put a ftop to the progrefs of chriftianity 
by the farther addition of new converts. But in thofe defigns 
they had very ‘little fuccefs, in their own times, and their 
‘works, compofed and publiffied in the early days of chriftianity, 
‘are now a teftimonie in our favour, and will be of ufe in the 
defence of chriftianity to the lateft ages. 

‘ One thing more which may be taken notice of is this: that 
‘the remains of our ancient adverfaries confirm the prefent pre- 
‘vailing fentiments of chriftians concerning thofe books of the 
‘New Teftament, which we call canonical, and are in the 
greateft authority with us. For their writings fhew, that thofe. 
very books, and not any others, now generally called Apocry- 
phal, .are the: books which always were in the higheft repute 
with chriftians, and were then the rule.of their faith, as they 
now are of ours.’ 

Here our author, having brought down his examination of 
‘heathen teftimonies to the year 550, concludes his enquiry. 
He then proceeds to confider the ftate of gentilifm under chriftian 
emperors ; upon which he makes the following obfervations : 

« 1. Conftantin, and divers other chriftian emperors aéted 
contrary to the edi¢t, which was publifhed by him and Licinius 
in the year 314. 








Lardner’s Tefimonies to the Truth of Chriftianity. Vol. IV. 99 

.* 2. There was as yet no laws of chrjftian emperors, re- 

{training the freedom of fpeech in gentil people, or the freedom 
of writing and conference in things of religion. 

‘ 3. There were then no laws or edia&s of chriftian prin- 
ces, requiring meti to frequent the zeligious affemblies of chri- 
ftians, or to embrace and profefs the chriftian religion, upon 
the pain of any inconvenience, or fuffering either in their per- 
fons, cr their properties. 

‘4. I think, it muft be fuppofed; and'allowed that the laws 2- 
gainft gentilifin, above recited by me, were not rigoroufly executed, 

‘ 5. Our Bleffed Sayiowir gave not any direétions to his dif 
ciples to propagate his religion by external force and violence. 

* 6. Alf wife and underitanding men of every feé& and ré« 
ligion, recommend moderation, and condemn force and com- 
pulfion in things of religion. | : 

‘ 7. We cannot juftify the laws and edi&s of chriftian em- 
perors, which prohibited the practice of the religious rites of gen= 
tilifm upon heavy pains and penalties, fuch as confifcation of 
goods, banifhment, or death, or exclufion from civil and mi« 
litarie offices. 

‘ 8. The chriftian religion is able to uphold, and recom- 
mend itfelf without worldly encouragenients, and without the 
aid of external force and compulfion. 

‘ Laftly, havirig now feen in ancient Jéwifh and heather 
writers fo many teftimonies to the accomplifhment of our Sa- 
viour’s predictions concerning the deftruction of Jerufalem, and 
to the books of the New Teftament, and to the fads. of the 
Evangelical hiftorie, arid therein to the truth of the chriftian 
religion, muft we not be hereby induced not only cordially to 
embrace it; but likewife to recorhmend it to others, according 
to, the beft of our ability ?’ | | 

We are now comé to the conclufion of this long and labow 
rious work, which the author fays, has been in hand almoft 
half a century. It is, however, a complete performance in its 
kind.’ Every heathen writer, who lived between the com- 
mencemient of chriftianity and the year 550; arid has left an 
memorial of chriftian affairs, is faithfully cited. His own words 
ate generally produced. There is, perhaps, hardly a fentence, 
telative to the fubjeG&, to be collected from the wrecks of time, 
which our indefatigable author has omitted. But, which is 
the chief recommendation, this work is execated with gréat 
accuracy and judgment. The pafiages which bear the marks 
of forgery and interpolation are critically examined; and the 
legendary talesin favour of chriftianity, which have been res 
corded by weak and credulous authors, are treated in the mane 
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ITl. An Appeal to Common Senfe in Bebalf of Religicm. 8vo. Pr, 
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| ee is generally fuppofed, that mankind have run into vari- 
ous abfurdities for want of employing their reafoning fa- 
culties on the capital truths of religion. Reafoning therefore 
has been deemed the only fecurity againft error and delufion. 
Upon this perfuafion the art of difputation is encouraged at our 
univerfities ; and our theological writers are accuftomed to fup- 
port the caufe of chriftianity by argumentation. But the in- 
genious author of this treatife endeavours to evince, that an 
intemperate love of reafoning i is the foible of the human mind ; 
and that in many cafes, it is frivolous, impertinent, and fitter 
to perplex and abufe the underftanding, than to affift it in the 
difcovery of truth. 

‘ 'To what purpofe, fays he, fhould we fet about the proof 
of the being of matter and motion, of gravitation or any 
other primary truth? Can we by the rules of reafoning add 
any thing to the conviction we have of thefe realities? Or can 
we at all reafon on the fubje&t ? Where fhall we find a medium, 
or how form the fyllogifm ? We may affume the truth in quef- 
tion, as-is often done, for a principle of reafoning, and fo 
form a fophifm ; or we may have recourfe by analogy to other 
truths not more evident, and fo produce a trifling demonftra- 
tion. But we fhall never offer any thing that deferves the 
name of argument in proof of primary truths ; for as they do 
not require, fo they cannot admit of any proof... 

It is impoffible, he thinks, for aman of fenfe to take an 
attentive furvey of the harmony of the univerfe, and doubt of 
the being and perfe&tions of God ; and equally impoffible for 
one of his character to confi der with attention certain un- 
doubted faéts appearing from the face of the chriftian -revela- 
tion, and doubt of its truth ; and therefore he concludes, that 
to make a due impreflion on fceptics, or to produce in them 
that belief which is due to primary truths, nothing more is ne- 
cefiary than to put them on viewing thofe truths in their na- 
tive evidence, and comparing them with their oppofite abfur- 
dities, by a fimple appeal to common fenfe, 

‘The author has divided this work into feven books. In the 


* firft he fhews, that mankind in all ages have paid too little re- 


gard to the authotity of common fenfe ; that the learned and 
unlearned have a ftrong propenfity to purfue far-fetched difco- 
veries, to the neglect of truths more obvious and ufeful; that 
fages of antiquity neglected obvious truths of the greateft 
pioment to the interefts of virtue, through an.abfurd inclinati- 
on to employ their reafoning powers on improper fubjeéts ; and 
that 
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that chriftian divines, in'contradi&ion to common fenfe, and 
to the detriment of religion, have fubjefted the moft facred 
and obvious truths to the refinements of reafoning. 

‘ Many of the beft written books, he fays, are full of trains 
of pn of laborious reafoning, with but here and there 
a difcovery of confequence, We meet with opinions, and fyf- 
tems of opinions, various, oppofite, and contradi€tory, with a 
reat variety of arguments, objections, and confutations, ahd 
but few of thofe indubitable maxims, on which a wife man 
would choofe to found his condu&. Setting afide the dotrines 
of natural philofophy, which are founded upon repeated expe- 
riment and obfervation, or upon a fpecies of reafoning equally 
to be depended on, the ufeful and undoubted truths to be ga- 
thered from all the other fciences, bear no proportion ‘to the 
dubious pofitions, and conjetural reafonings in fupport of thefe 


pofitions, with which the writings of the learned abound. So_ 


true is this obfervation, that a man may go through the circle 
of fcience, without being able to pick up ‘as much} informa- 
tion as would be fufficient for his conduéting himfelf with pro- 
priety in any ftation of life. . 

* The folly of overlooking obvious and certain truths, “and- 
running eagerly in purfuit of thofe more remote and uncertain, 
is not peculiar to the learned. It is the foible of human na- 
ture, and difcovers itfelf in all the arts, the moit neceflary, the 
moft common, and in the loweft occupations, as well as in the 
{ciences. Do hufbandmen, artificers, and thofe who are eim- 
ployed in the feveral branches of trade, give due attention to 
the various methods of improving and enlarging the branches 
of bufinefs in which they are engaged, thofe methods, I means 
which lie within their fphere, and offer themfelves to obferva- 
tion! They do it juft fo far, and no farther than they are urged 
by neceffity, or folicited by the near profpe& of great gain. 
Beyond that they feldom go; but hold on, with little variation, 
the track into which they were firft put, till their curiofity is 
awakened by fome far-fetched difcovery of fome bold adven- 
turer, who often engages all the men of enter prife in rafh and 
@angerous exploits. .. . 

‘ juft as the vulgar pafs over what is plain and ufeful, to 
puzzle themfelves with dark paffages of fcripture in which they 
have little concern ; and as our young gentry, overlooking the 
police, the manners, and even the geography of their own 
country, run abroad to make curfory remarks on the fingu- 
larities of foreign nations ; and as all idle people enter more 
Keenly into the politics of Europe, than into the governihent 
of their families, or the management of their own affairs, fo 


do the generality of mankind, men of bufinefs, and men of 
H 3 letters, 
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letters, make light of interefting, obvious, and undoubted 
truths, which are obje&s of fimple perception and judgment, 
through an ungoverned ambition of eipploying their reafoning 
wers in difcoveries of no real ufe, and ynfupported by any 
folid evidence. The folly i is ingrained and inveterate, breaks 
out on all occafions, in every clafs of men, and in all ages and 





nations. 
“ We admire the wife men of Greece and Rome: and with 


reafon ; for on many accounts they are worthy of high efteem. 
They were men of great induftry and ability, animated with a 
laudable zeal for knowledge; and, bating the foll¢ {6 common 
to mankind, of relying more upon reafoning, than fimple per- 
ception of primary truths, were intitled to the charatter of 
wife, but fo far gone in that folly, as difqualified them for be- 
ing guides te others in what may be called the firft philofophy. 

‘ That the Epicurean fcheme was no other than Atheilin 
difguifed ; that the hypothefis of the Stoics was little different 
from the Pelytheifin of the vulgar ; and that the faith of the 
Acade:mics was either none at all, or faint and fluctuating at 
beft, will not be difputed by thofe who have any knowledge of 
antiquity. If you will judge of their fentiments by occafionat 
fayings with which modern philofophers were wont to embellith 
their works, you may believe, as many have done, that ancient 
philofophers were poffefied of the whole fyitem of natural reli- 
gion. But look into their writings, and you will be unde- 
ceived. Or if you will take the teftimony of one of the moft 
confiderable among them, who had made their doétrines his 
fiudy, you will be told, that. the being and providence of God 
was, of al! other fubjeéts, 2 matter ts the greateft doubt and 
difputation among philofophers. Now, how came fen of fuch 
capacity and judgment to hefitate abeut fo evident a truth? 
The anfwer is plainly this. They would not pronounce upon 
it as men of fenfe, but as philofophers. They would not reft 
in the teftimony which the phenomena of nature bear to this 
gveat truth, bur, by a procefs of reafoning, would needs make 
out a ftri& proof of what is. too evident to admit of any; and 
failing in the attempt, they fell into great perplexity, confu- 
fion, and doubt. Let Cicero’s dialogues concerning the nature 
of the gods, ftript of rhetorical embellifhments, and reduced 
to fimple propofitions, be put into the hands of fome peafant 
of common underftanding, and tolerably acquainted with the 
Chriftian revelation, and he will be much aftonifhed at the 
epinions of the ancients, the grofs ftupidity of the Epicureans, 
the frivolous fuperftition of the Stoics, and the prefumptuous 
rafhnefs of the Academics, and heartily thank his God for be- 
ftowing on him the gift of common fen‘e, and of the holy 


{criptures.’ 


sd 
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When the world was bewildered, the vulgar by their preju- 
dices, and the learned by refinements, it pleafed God to inter- 
pofe in a manner unexpeéted and furprifing. A light from’ 
heaven broke out at once upon the benighted mini” A re- 
velation from God, vouched to the very fenfes of men, held 

up to view thofe facred truths which had been long overlooked, 
or grofsly perverted. ‘ The dreams of philofophy, with the 
SStions of poets, vanifhed ; the temples of the idols were deferted ; 
and all the nations of the then known world devoted them- 
felves to the worfhip and obedience of the one true God, thro’ 
the mediation of the only one mediator between God and man. 

‘ But, alas! the folly of the human heart broke out anew. 
Not many ages had paffed, when neglecting the plain truths of 
God, men plunged into infcrutable fubje&ts. T hey differed in 
their judgments; they difputed; they raged; and in the fury 
of.their zeal, different fects denounced anathemas each againft 
other, on account of their different conceptions of i incompre- 
henfible dotrines.’ 

Many ages of barbarifm fucceeded.—Upon the revival of 
learning the facred records were corfulted. But as the truth 
had been long difguifed, and the underftandings of men de- 
bafed and diftorted by the influence of falfe learning, they 
could not all at once attain to juft ideas of religion. ‘ They 
fplit again into fects, formed different creeds, and different 
plans of worfhip and government ; and having been much 
exercifed in fubtile and hot difputes with the Romifh doc- 
ors, they entered into contefts of much the fame kind, 
and in much the fame fpirit, with one another about their 
peculiar tenets. 

« Mean time a fe& arofe who called the whole in queftion ; 
and believing themfelves equally privileged with others to found 
unfathomable depths, they employed the fame fubtilty of rea- 
foning againft religion, which contending ‘divines had em- 
ployed againft each other. And the friends of religion, not 
aware of the confequence, did, partly through zeal for the 
truth, aad partly from a habit of difputing, and a confidence 
of victory, admitthe whole to debate. 

_ © A controverfy of courfe commenced about poffible and im- 
poffible, fit and unfit, right and wrong, in the abftract ; a- 


ought not to be the meafures of government. with aah to 
free agents, and whether indeed there were any fuch ; whether 
there is any effential difference between virtue and vice, and 
whence the difference arifes; whether there is any occafion for 
4 divine interpofition in the concerns of religion ; and eee 
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the Deity can be fappofed to favour any age or nation with 
any fuch interpofition in preference to others. | 
___§ Queftions were moved, and controverfies agitated, from 
which a pious heart would naturally fhrink, and with which, 
common fenfe, if the minds of men had not been previoufly 
prepared for the entertainment, would be mightily fhocked. 
No one had the hardinefs to attempt a dete&ion of impofture 
in the Chriftian revelation; but innuendos, fufpicions, and 
furmifes in abundance were thrown out; to all which, full and 
formal anfwers, replete with erudition, philological, philofo- 
phical, and theological, wese offered to the public. 
_ € Not only the Chriftian revelation, but the moral perfec- | 
tions and moral government of God, yea, and the very being 
of virtue, have been made a fubjeé&t of difpute. Freethinkers 
are not afhamed to publifh their doubts concerning thefe rea- 
lities ; divines and philofophers have not difdained to eftablifh 
them by a multiplicity of arguments. What is yet more to be 
yegretted, the preachers of the gofpel, forgetting the dignity of 
their character, and the defign of their office, have conde- 
fcended to plead the caufe of religion in much the fame man- 
ner as lawyers maintain a difputed right of property. Inftead 
of awakening the natural fentiments of the human heart, and 
giving them a true direction, they have entered into reafonings 
about piety, juftice, and benevolence, too profound to be fa- 
thomed by the multitude, and too fubtile to produce any con- 
fiderable effe&t. Inftead of fetting forth the difplays of divine 
perfection in the difpenfation of the gofpel, fo admirably fitted 
to touch, to penetrate, and fubdue the human mind, they 
have entertained their audiences with long and laboured proofs 
of a revelation from God, of which few have any ferious doubt, 
and which no man can difbelieve in any confiftency with com- 
. mon fenfe. May not this be called, with great propriety, a 
throwing cold water on religion? and ought it not to be con- 
fidered as one ‘of the chief caufes of that infenfibility to all its 
concerns of which we fo frequently complain? The multitude 
have been aftonifhed, wife men have been afhamed, and good 
men grieved, at this treatment of relig?on, fo much beneath 
its dignity.’ 

This is a fevere reflection on the coriduét of fome of our theolo- 
gical writers ; and in their defence it can only be faid, that by 
reafoning with fceptics, they were willing to fhew, that Chrifti- 
anity is founded on argument. When a variety of objections 
has been itarted, it has not always been fufficient to refer the 
ebjeftor to the dictates of common fenfe; and fometimes when 


primary truths have been attacked, it has been- expedient ta 
place 
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place their evidence in a clear and confpicuous point of view, 
that all the cavils of unbelievers might appear more notorioufly 
frivolous and impertinent, when brought before the bar of 
common fenfe. 

In the fecond book the author proceeds to fhew, that by 
fetting afide the authority of common fenfe, modern philofophy 
gives great occafion to univerfal fcepticifin. 

He obferves, that according to the modern hypothefis pri- 
mary truths muft be deduced from the teftimony of fenfe, or 
the axioms of the fchools, by trains of fubtle reafoning ; that 
upon the modern hypothefis it is impoffible to arrive at full fa- 
tisfa€tion concerning truths the moft obvious and important ; 
and that, in confequence of the modern hypothefis, writers of 
diftinguifhed charaéter have run into the utmoft licentiouf- 


nefs of reafoning, in contradiction to evident and important. 


truths. 

' € Monfieur Defcartes and Mr. Locke have, he fays, done 
eminent fervice to the intereft of learning, by banifhing that 
jargon which disfigured and difgraced it; but have not done 
what was incumbent on them to cure and correé that intem- 
perate love of reafoning which may be called the epidemical 


diftemper of the human mind. They have, on the contrary, 


employed their authority and uncommon abilities to render it 
the more powerful and prevalent. One cafts about for a me- 
dium to prove his own exiftence ; the other denies all practical 
principles ; and both infift on the neceffity of tracing the moft 
obvious and indubitable truths to external or internal feeling, 
by the exercife of our difcurfive faculty. ... . 

‘ As matters now ftand, every truth of every kind muft be 
traced by achain of reafoning, to the teftimony of our fenfes, 
or to the axioms of the fchools. Hence all pretenders to phi- 
lofophy call for a proof or demonftration of all truths without 
exception. None are admitted as felf-evident befides thofe au- 


thorized by the fchools, under the denominations of axioms.. 


People ftare at the great truths of religion and virtue being 
calied the objects of fimple perception; and inftead of being 
admitted upon their owu inherent evidence, their friends have 
been put to the hard tafk of tracing them to the ftandard of 
the {chools by trains of logical deduétion. 

‘ In thofe fciences on which the right government of our 
lives depends, one may maintain an endlefs wrangling without 
the danger of confutation. Nay many do aétually maintain 
the wildeft paradoxes on all thefe fubjeéts, and in contradiétion 
to the plaineft and moft important truths, without the imputa- 
tion of folly or the hazard of being put to the blufh ; becaufe 
the fundamental truths of thofe f{ciences canngg be traced with 
abfolute 
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abfolute certainty to the teftimony of fenfe. They may in-. 
deed, with infinite labour, and manifold dangers of miftake, be 
traced to a few abitra& principles, by thole who have been 
trained to purfue truth through the pathlefs fields of metaphy- 
fics ; and they have been fo traced in different ages, but with 
fmall fuecefs, and with no probability of ever coming to a fi- 
nal decifion. | 

« We have abundant proof of the impropriety of inveftiga- 
ting primary truths by reafoning, from the unfuccefsful at- 
tempts of able divines and philofophers, to eftablith the belicf 
of truths the moft interefting and important. 

* Let any man, learned or unlearned, take a view of the 
demonftration of the being and perfections of God made by 
Dr. Clarke, and he will fee the infufficiency of all fuch me- 
thods of reafoning to give the fatisfaGion expected and required. 
If he is unlearned, he will find himfelf incapable of taking a 
fieady view, and forming a true judgment, of the principles on 
which thefe learned men proceed. If he is accuftomed to the 
language and ways of thinking common to the learned, he may 
admit the principles, and allow the juftnefs of the conclufion, 
but will not be one whit more convinced of the truth in quef- 
tion than he was without the demonftration. ‘There is fome- 
thing fo odd, fantaftical, I had almoft {aid nonfenfical, in al- 
lowing a power of aétion to nothing, in fuppofing that a being 
could give itfelf exiftence, or that an mcogitative being could 
be the fource of thought and cogitation, that one is ftunned 
and confounded with fuch ideas, and knows not how to reafon 
about them. A man of fenfe will grant at once, that fuch. 
talk is flagrant nonfenfe, and that the oppofite truth is good 
fenfe ; for that he fees intuitively ; and nothing but the inve- 
terate dregs of falfe fcience could have led great and good 
men to authorize or allow of any fuch reafoning on a fubject 
fo plain and impovtant. 

‘ Mr. Locke, with juftice, refolves the fource of moral ob- 
ligation into the will of God; but, revelation apart, hath left 
us no criterion to be depended on for difcovering the divene 
will... A divine of great fubtilty and compafs of thought, 
taking offence at the reprefentations of the divine will Fa 
into by the current of theological writers, difcovered reafons, 
relations, and fitnefles of things, eternal, immutable, and in- 
dependent on the will of any being, as the rule of conduct to 
all intelligent agents, fupreme and fubordinate. Another, of 
deep erudition, and manly fenfe, diffatisfied, as would feem, 
with the boldnefs of this difcovery, refolves all duty into an 
obligation to conform to the truth of things. Another had 
recourfe to utility; and another to fympathy. One refolves all 

| moral 
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moral agency into felf-love ; another into benevolence. Ong 
}tiverits a new fenfe, to be the ftandard of moral adion; and 
another points out a multiplicity of perceptions, feelings, and 
inftinétivé emotions belonging to the human mind. Each con- 
jradiats, and endéavours t6 confuté andther ; but all were ani- 
mated with an unféigned zeal of difcoveting, if poffible, a 

roper medium to demonftrate—what ?—that we ought to 
wo:lhip God, to do juftice to men, and to keep our affections 
and appetites within juft and proper bounds, 

‘ Lay this account of things before one of true judgment, 

unacquainted with the way of the learned, and he will fearce. 
believe it. Affite him of its reality, and he will be much 
amazed. Try to account for this condu& of the learned to 
one of his way of thinking, and you fhall find you have un- 
dertaken a difficult tafk. ‘To what purpofe, he will fay, at- 
tempt to demonftrate truths of which none but fools are ig- 
norant, and which noné but madmen will deny? Are not the 
obligations of morality obvious at firft fight, more eafily ap- 
prehended, and more readily affented to, than the fubtile rea- 
foning of philofophets ? You may tell him, that fhrewd fur- 
mifes had been thrown out againft the reality of moral obliga- 
tion, which made it fit, and in fome degree neceflary, to at- 
tempt a demonftration. But he will ftop you fhort, by affert- 
ing, in a high tone perhaps, that no demonftration is of equal 
force with common feffe ; and no confutation can ferve the in- 
tereft of truth fo effe€tually as a plain convition of nonfenfe ; 
afid theréfore that it was the bufinefs of divines and philofo- 
phers to have had recourfe to the fimple decifion of common 
fenle on a fubje& fo plain and important. —— 
Doétor Berkeley, late bifhop of Cloyne, hath, with 
olaulibility enough, demonftrated, that this fyftem of matter 
which we inhabit, is a mere non-entity; that thofe houfes, 
fields, rivers, trees, which we feem to fee, and thofe very bo- 
dies we aré fuppofed to animate, have mio exiftence, or no other 
than an ideal exiftence. 

* Mr. Hume hath, with great power of argumentation and 
eloguence, proved, that we cannot, by reafoning, reach the 
connection between caufe and effedt ; and from hence con- 
cludes, dogmatically, that we have no evidence at all of any 
fuch conne&tion. ‘The author of the Effays upon the prin- 
ciples of morality and natural religion, publithed at Edinburgh 
1751, afirms, that the being and perfe&tions of God are not 
capable of proof from reafon, or not of fuch proof as gives 
permanent conviétion. ‘The two laft mentioned authors, with 
feveral others of diftinguifhed ability, have offered a chain of 


fici&t reafoning, in proof that man ghath, in no cafe, a 
‘power 
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power of felf-determination; but-is, in all his aétions, de- 
termined by what they call a moral neceflity, which they af- 
firm to be as real a neceffity as any other. Lord Bolingbroke 
hath employed the whole force of his faculties to fatisfy the 
world, that thofe ideas of the immateriality and immortality 
of the foul, of a future retribution, “of:the moral government, 
and of the moral perfections of God, entertained by divines 
and philofophers in ancient and modern times, are without all 
foundation in nature. 

« Thefe are terrible doings; and were it not for the au- 
thority of common fenfe, fuch as would go near to introduce 
an univerial fcepticifin. But common fenfe looks down with 
difdain on fuch glaring abfurdities. Mere fcholars, and thofe 
who found their faith on logical deduétions, may well be a- 
larmed with fuch bold’ paradoxes, fupported as they are by 
writers of fo great eminence. But all who truft to common 
fenfe, may reft affured, that the great truths of natural philo- 
fophy, theology, and ethics, will maintain their ground againft 
all the attacks of the moft fubtile reafoning. Thefe doétrines 
do hurt to raw minds and fuperficial thinkers, but can give no 
difturbance to men of found underftanding and folid judg. 
ment ; for indeed they have no influence, or but little influence, 
on thofe who adopt them.’ 

The defign of the third book is to fhew, that in order to 
banifh fcepticifm, and eftablith the belief of primary truths, it 
is neceflary to depart from the modern hypothefis, and to 
have recourfe to the authority of common fenfe. 

In purfuance of this defign the author endeavours to prove, 
that it is impoflible to give a rational account of our belief of 
many truths of great importance without having recourfe to 
common fenfe. 

Having obferved that we have many ideas which are neither 
dedicible from fenfation, nor from any refleétion we can make 
upon fenfation, he inveftigates the powers of the human mind, 
and difcovers one of the firft rank, overlooked by Mr. Locke, 
and other philofophers, viz. the power of diftinguifhing be- 
tween obvious truth and palpable abfurdity, | 

He goes on to fhew, that late writers of genius and induftry 
have failed in their attempts to account for the natural fenti- 
ments of mankind, through a fhinefs to quit the modern hy- 
pothefis in favour of common fenfe. 

Mr. Hume found himfelf incapable of difcovering, with 
eertainty, that fire hath a power to confume combuftibles, by 
thofe methods of inveftigation authorized by philofophy. But, 
fays this writer, had he appealed to himfelf as a man of fenfe 


and judgment, he would have affirmed, ‘upon the full authority 
) of 
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of reafon, that fire had undoubtedly this power. In all in- 
ftances of this nature writers as philofophers may hefitate, but 
as men of fenfe, they muft believe. 

The fuccefs of divines and philofophers in eftablifhing the 
primary truths of religion would, he thinks, have been’ muclr 
greater than it is, if they had avoided frivolous controverfies, 
and betaken themfelves to the authority of common fenfe. 

In the fourth baok he fhews, that rational beings are dif- 
tinguifhed from the irrational, not fo much by the difcurfive fa- 
culty, as by a perception and judgment of certain obvious 
truths, which for quicknefs, clearnefs, and indubitable cer- 
tainty, is called /enxfe ; and on account of its being poffeffed in 
fome degree by all the rational kind, is called’ common fenfe ; that 
by the difcernment peculiar to rational beings, called common 
fenfe, we perceive all primary truths in the fame manner as 
we perceive objects of fenfe by our bodily organs; that pri- 
mary truths of religion and morality are as much objeés of 
common fenfe as other primary truths ; that though the pri- 
mary truths of religion and morality are not equally attended 
to, they are equally felf-evident with other primary truths ; 
and that our knowledge and belief of all primary truths are 
derived not from fenfation, or refle&tion upon fenfation, but 
from that power of perceiving and judging peculiar to rational 
beings called common fenfe. 7 

In this book our author has accurately confidered the confti- 
tution of the human mind, and the nature and extent of that 
power by which man is diftinguifhed from idiots and the lower 
animals. Upon the refult of this enquiry he fays: ‘ The ra- 
tional mind hath a ftandard within itfelf, to which it recurs, 
and by which it pronounces without hefitation on truths that 
are obvious. If that ftandard is wanting, as in the cafe of 
idiots, there is no judging. If it is perverted, as in the cafe 
of thofe who labour under a total or partial diforder, the judg- 
ment will be falfe. But if the ftandard exifts in any tolerable 
degree of reétitude, no more is needful than to prefent the ob- 
ject. Relations the moft apparent to the internal or external 
fight, cannot be perceived more eafily, or with more cer- 
tainty, than a found underftanding perceives the primary 
truths, thofe of religion in particular, on due attention to the 
phenomena.’ 

The fifth book is calculated to fhew, that the judgment of 
common fenfe will be decifive with men of found underftand- 
ing 

c ‘Iti is eafy, fays the author, to diftinguifh truths which have, 
from thofe which haye not, the authority of common fenfe; | 

or, 
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or, in other words, to diftinguifh between primary and {c- 
condary truths. . 

‘ That the three angles of a triangle are equal to two right 
angles, is as true as that all the parts are equal to the whole: 
but yet they are not truths of the fame rank. The laft men- 
tioned is a primary truth, obvious to every underitanding ; 
and therefore ain objeé&t of common fenfe. The other truth is 
fecondary, known only to the learned ; and therefore a proper 
fubje&t of inquiry. ‘That a certain parcel of lands belong of 
ne to the gentleman who poffefies them, and not to the other 
who claims them, may be as true as this propofition, Every 
man ought to have his own; But however confidently men may 
talk or think of their rights, there is a mighty difference be- 
tween the one and the other propofition. ‘The evidence of the 
one depends upon the knowledge of feveral tranfaGtions, a right 
underftanding of the meaning of words, a true judgment of 
the laws of the land, in which there is at leaft the polibility of 
miftake : ‘The evidence of the other arifes from a few fimple 
ideas, about which one cannot be miftaken. ‘That God is te 
be worfhipped, muft be affented to by every one poflefled of 
the ideas conveyed by the words God and werfeip : But how 
often he is to be worfhipped, and in what manner, whether ac- 
cording to the prefcription of this or the other body’ of learned 
divines and ferious Chriftians, is a queflion of another kind. 
That magiftrates ought to be obeyed, That the workman is 
worthy of his wages, That every one ought to take care of his 
own and his family’s intereft, and, ‘That men ought to do kind 
and friendly offices each to other,—thefe, and the like propo- 
fitions, appear obvioufly true, as the propofitions oppofite to 
them appear obyioufly falfe, to every man of common fenfe. 
But how far in certain cafes a magiftrate ought to be obeyed, 
whether a certain workman is intitled to the wages he claims, 
whether a man is bound to take this or the other meafure for 
his own or his family’s intereft; or do this or the other kind 
office to his neighbour, may be queftions of delicate decifion; 
that require nice difcuffien, and may bear much reafoning ow 
both fides. 

* Here then are truths of different ranks, fupported by evi- 
dence extremely different, and diftinguifhable each from other; 
“without any uncommon degree of difcernment. So that nod 
aman can be at a lofs to know propofitions that are the objeéts 
of common fenfe from thofe that are not, and to determine 
with himfelf where-he hath and hath not a right to fufpend 
his judgment.’ 


A {mall 
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~ © A fmall degree of attention, continues our author, will 
énable any one to diftinguifh the charaéters of the bigot, the 
{ceptic, the vifionary, and the judicious believer by their fal- 
lowing charatteriftics. The bigot, in contempt of reafoning, 
claims the whole authority of reafon itfelf to pofitions that are 
often falfe, and always doubtful. The fceptic, diftrufting the 

authority of reafon, places all his confiderice in the art of rea- 
foning, in paffing jndgment even on primary truths. The vi- 
fionary, putting no confidence in reafon or reafoning, pro- 
nounces dogmatically on grounds incenceivable to others, and 
myfterious to himfelf. The judicious believer proportions his 
faith to the evidence of truth; in thofe truths that are fe- 
condary, to the nearnefs and clearnefs of the relation they bear 
.to primary truths ; and in the primary, to the degree of evi- 
dence in themfelves, difcoverable by intuition, or immediate 
and direct perception.’ 

Having pointed out thofe truths which are the objects of 
common fenfe, he proceeds to fhew, that hefitating in thefe 
cafes falls under the cenfure of fally or madnefs. 

‘ He who doubts, fays he, or ddes not fully acquiéfee i it 
truths made out by reafoning, may be ignorant, unlearnéd, or 
_-unfkilful, in the art of reafoning ; but he who hefitates about 

truths that have the full authority and atteftation of reajox is a 
fool. 

‘ Whether the evidence which attends the primary truths of 
phyfics, theology, and ethics, is the fame with the evidence 
which belongs to mathematical axioms, is a queftion of curiofity 
rather than of ufe. For if the evidence of any primary truth 
is fuch as cannot be refifted, without contravening jot the 
rules of réafoning, but the authority of reafon itfelf, or com- 
mon fenfe, thefe truths have all the evidence, that is to be 
wifhed ‘for, or can wéll be conceived. , 

‘ Fools and madmen are a fpecies of irrati onals different from 
brutes, and idiots. A fool has ideas and affe&tions of which a 
trute or an idiot is incapable, Madmen alfo, through the 
fury of their paffions, and violence of an inflamed imiagina- 
tion, have many perceptions which fools have not. But fools, 
madmen, and ‘idiots, agree in a certain incapacity, of ac- 
quief-ing 1 in thofe truths which are the objects of rational per- 
ception.’ 

In the fisth haa. the author endeavours to anfwer all ob- 
jeQuons, afid to evinces that variety of opinions,is not incompa- 
tible with common fenfe; that prejudices and paflions may 
fupprefs, but cannot extinguifh common fenfe ; and that we 
have atightto appeal from common opinion, whici is often 
on 
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142 An Appeal to Commen Senfe in Behalf of Religion. 

6n the fide of error, to common fenfe, which is always on thé 
fide of truth. In removing thefe obje&tions he obferves, that 
perverfions of judgment by the prevalence of falfe opinion, 
ftrengthened by bad praétice, are confeffedly numerous ;. but 
that the extinction of common fenfe takes place only on the 
extin@tion of rationality. 

In the laft book he alleges, that reafoning with fceptics and 
infidels about primary truths doth more harm than good ; and 
that the beft office to be done for fceptics or infidels is, to di- 
vert them from reafoning, and put them on judging of primary 
truths by their inherent evidence. 

To ftate the primary truths in their native light and firength, 
and in comparifon with their oppofite falfities, and to fhew in 
the cleareft, plaineft manner, which ought to preponderate, is, 
he confeffes, a juftice due to the public ; but, he thinks, to 
trace every conceit of every bold objector through all the wind- 
ings of abftrufe and fophiftical reafoning, or to offer laborious 
and minute defences of truths which neither require nor admit 
of any, is ill advifed. 

‘We entirely agree with this judicious writer, that to engage 
in a formal difpute with every little fteptic about the truth of 
religion, as if this were a point yet unfettled, isa manner of 
proceeding much below the dignity of the fubjeé, and_pro- 
duétive of no advantage. A man of acknowledged worth and 
probity would reckon himfelf little beholden to the officious 
zeal of thofe friends who took the trouble of anfwering every 
groundlefs calumny thrown out againft him by idle or defign- 
ing people. And what man’s character can be more above ex- 
ception than the truth of religion? 

To this Appeal the author has annexed feven letters, which 
contain an anfwer to fome objections ftarted by his friends, 
together with an account of that conneétion between rational 
perception, and the feeling of interefting truth, eflential to 
every rational being, which is often hinted at, but not infifted 
on in the Appeal. 

By fome intimations at the conclufion of this work we learn, 
that the ingenious author intends in a fecond part to bring the 
primary truths of natural and revealed religion to the bar of 
common fenfe by a fimple appeal. As we have the higheft opi- 
nion of his judgment and ability, we heartily with to fee his de« 
fign completed. | 

” The public is indebted for this performance to Dr, Ofwald« 


IV. The 
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V. The Comedies of Plautus, stranflated into familiar Blank 
Verfe, by Bonnell Thornton, M. B, 2 Vols, 8v0. Pri 105 
Becket. 


T is not furprifing that Plautus in the original fhould be 
little known to the prefent age, when we refle& that his 
manner, if not his language, were antiquated, even at Rome, 
inthe days of Cicero. About two hundred and forty years 
before the birth of Chrift, which anfwers to the five hundred 
and fortieth year from the building of Rome, and about fifty- 
two after the death of Menander, the greateft of the Greek 
comic-poets, Livius Andronicus publifhed fome poems of a 
dramatic nature at Rome. Nevius, who carried arms in the 
firft Punic war, was the fecond, if not the firft, poet who 
wrote for the ftage in that republic, and lived about two hun- 
dred and thirty years before the Chriftian wra. Of thofe two 
poets we have nothing complete, and only a very few fcanty 
unfatisfaQory fragments. Our author flourifhed about a hun- 
dred and feverity years before Chrift, and confequently a hundred 
and twelve before the banifhment of Cicero, which compre- 
hends the fame diftance of time as the interval between the 
prefent age and the poets who wrote under Charles I. and Oliver 
Cromwell ; and the improvement of both languages, during 
that period, feem to be nearly upon an equality. If the ftile of 
Plautus is not fo polifhed as that of Cicero and Livy, it is 
equally expreflive, manly, and affecting ; and, all circumftances 
confidered, nothing but the higheft merit in his own art could 
have preferved his works from perifhing in the gulph which 
has deftroyed thofe of Ennius, Cacilius, Pacuvius, Nevius, 
Lucilius, and many other poets whofe feveral excellencies are 
mentioned with rapture by their countrymen of the greateft 
genius and judgment. 

Horace, in charaéterifing the ancient poets of his country, in 
his firft epiftle addreffed to Auguftus, (who affeéted to be a critic) 
fhews no great partiality in favour of Plautus. He even pafies 
him over without any of thofe diftinguifhing charaéters which 
he beftows upon Pacuvius, Accius, Cacilius, and Terence. 





Dicitur (fays he) 
Plautus ad exemplar Siculi_properare Epicharmi. 


Plautus as rapid in his plots appears 
As Epicharmus, Francis. 





We have printed the tranflation of this paflage, becaufe it is 
admitted by Mr. Thornton ; but we wifh that gentleman, with 
his ufual accuracy, had examined whether it is juft ; whether 
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properare docs not fignify that kind of difpatch which. always 
tends to the bufinefs of the fable ; and whether it is not ufed 
in the fame fenfe as when the fame poet fays of Homer— 
Semper ad eventum fe e/ftinat—in his Epiftle to the Pifones concern- 
ing the Art of Poetry. Mr. Thornton, in taking for the motto 
of his tranflation, 


Afpie, Puautus 
Quo pao purtes tutetur Hor. 


we fuppofe is of opinion (and-we fubfcribe to it) that Horace 
intends it as a compliment paid to his author. As moft critics, 
arid indeed readers, think differently, we could with to fee this 
difficulty explained, which perhaps may be done from the con- 
text. ‘Itis generally thought (fays Horace) that it is ealy to 
compofe comedy *, becaufe it arifes from common occurrences ; 
but fuch compofitions are the more difficult, becaufe their 
blemifhes meet with very little quarter. See with what ftriét- 
nets (quo paéto) Plautus fuftains the charaéter of a ftripling lover, 
a penurious father, and a defigning pimp.” The great poet 
and critic then gives us a contraft to this charatter in the come- 
dies of Dorfennus, which were loofe and full of buffoonery, and. 
calculated only to fill the purfe ofthe poet, who had no other 
view in his compotitions. 

Horace, it is true, in another pafflage cenfures Plautus for his 
ancouth numbers and his jokes.. We apprehend, however, 
that thofe blemifhes are quite diftin& from that itri€& adherence 
to the characters and bufinefs of his plays, for which he com- 
mended him before. ‘That Shakefpeare, Dryden, and the beit 
of our poets before the prefent century, are. culpable in. the 
fame refpets—Fautor quis tam ineptus ut non fateatur. 

In reviewing the tranflation of Terence by Mr. Colman +, to 
whom Mr. ‘Thornton very handfomely dedicates his verfion of 
Piautus, we have approved of the pradtice of tranflating Latin 
comedies into familiar blank verfe ; a method which Mr. Thora- 
tcn has adopted in the work before us. Prefixed to the tranfla~ 
tion is a preface, and a life of the author, which contains 
fome critical obfervations. After giving us the epitaph of Plau- 
tus, written by himfelf, he fays in a note, ‘ It may feem 
ftrange, that Plautus fhould have compofed an epitaph on him- 











* Creditur, ex medio quia res arceflit, habere 
Sudoris minimum ; fed habet comcedia tanto 
Plus oneris, quanto veniz minus. Afpice, Plautus 
Quo pacto partes tutetur amantis ephebi, 
Ut patris attenti, lenonis ut infidiofi, 
+ See Vol, XIX. p. 321. 
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felf: we have it, however, on the authority of A. Gellius, who 
exprefsly cites Varro for it.?, Was it not ufual for the dramatic 
poets of thofe days to write their own epitaphs ? Nevius cer- 
tainly wrote his, as well as Pacuvius, if we miftake not. 

The firit play we meet with in this tranflation is Amphi- 
tryon, the fubje& of which is fo well known, from Moliere and 
Dryden, that we believe it may afford fome entertainment to our 
readers to compare the very laughable feete between the two So- 
fia’s, as managed by the moderns, with that given us by Plautus. 
After the true Sofia difcovers Mercury, he proceeds : 


© Sos. I’m fore afraid: 
I’m numb’d all over.—Now could I not tell, 
lf any one fhould afk me, where I am : 
Nor can I budge a foot, I am fo frighten’d.— 
All’s over ; I have loft my mafter’s orders, 
And Sofia with them.—Yet I am refolv’d 
To face this fellow, and befpeak him boldly ; 
T’ll feem as valiant as Ican, that -he 
May keep hands off me. (advances towards the door) 
Mere. You, Sir, whither go you ? 
You there, that carry Vulcan in your horn? - » 
Sos. Who made you an examiner? you, who bone 
Men with your fifts ? 
Merc. Are you a flave, or free? 
Sos. Whichever likes me. 
Merc. Say’ft thou ? 
Sos. Ay, I fay it. 
Merc. You want a drubbing. 
Sos. Now you lye, I don’t. 
Merc. Vil make you own it. 
Sos. Wherefore ? 
Merc. I muft know 
Whole you are, where you’re going, what’s your errand. 
Sos. My way lies here: I am my matfter’s fervant : 
What are you now the wifer? 
Merc. I fhall make you 
Hold that foul tongue of your’s. 
Sos. You cannot do it: 
I keep it pure and clean. 
Merc. How! prating ftill ? 
What bufinefs have you at this houfe? 
So:z. And pray 
What bufinefs have you here? 
Mirc. King Creon fets 
A watch here ev’ry night. 
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Sos. Tis gracious in him 
To guard our houfe, the while we are abroad. 
But prithee now go in, and tell the family 
Some of their fellow-fervants are arriv’d. 
Mere. Whofe fellow you may be I know not; but if 
You don’t be gone this inftant, I fhall give you 
Such a reception, fellow, as you will not 
‘Take in good fellowship. 
Sos. I tell you, E 
Live here, and am a fervant of this houfe. 
Merce. D’ye mind? unlefs you take yourfelf away,. 
I fhali exalt you. 
Sos. How ? 
Merc. You fhall be carry’d : 
If 1 but take a-cudgel, you'll not walk, 
I promife you. 
Sos. Nay, but I do affirm, 
That I’m a fervant in this family. 
_ Mere. Look to’t—you’ll have a drubbing, if you don’t 
Be gone this inftant. 
Sos. Would you then defire 
To drive me from my home, when IJ am juft 
Arriv’d here from abroad‘? 
Mere. Is this your home? 
Sos. It is, I fay. 
Merc. Who is your mafter then ? 
Sos. Amphitryon, general of the ‘Theban troops, 
The hufband of Alcmena. 
Mere. Hat what fay you ? 
What is your name ? 
Ses, Our Thebans call me Sofia, 
‘The fon of Davus. 
Merc. To thy fore mifhap 
Art thou arriv’d, thou monfter of effrontery !— 
With made-up lies, and patch’d-up knaveries. 
Sos, I’m come with patch’d cloathsit is true, not Knaveries. 
fere. You lye, ’tis with your feet you come, not cloaths. 
Sos. Ay verily. 
Mere. Ay verily then take 
This drubbing for your lye. (Striking bim.) 
Sos. Indeed forfooth 
T don’t defire it, I. 
Merc. Indeed forfooth | 
But You fhall have it, though you don’t : indeed: 
"J is fo refoiv’d, and "tis not in your choice. (Striking him.) 
Sos. Jery you mercy ! 


Mere. 





“Thornton’s Tranflation of the Comedies of Plautus. 
Merc. Doft thou dare affirm 
That thou art Sofia, when myfelf am he? 
Sos. Murder! (Stilt friking him.) 
Mere, This is but little in refpect 


Of what you’ll have in future; Now whofe are you? 
Sos. Yours: for your fifts have mark’d me for your own.-- 
Help, help, good citizens! (Mercury continues to ftrike him.) 


, Merc. Still bawling, firrah? 
Speak, wherefore came you here? . 
Sos, That you might have 
Somebody to belabour with your fifts, 
Merc. Whofe are you then ? 
Sos. I fay, Amphitryon’s Sofia. 
Merc. You fhall be drubb’d more heartily for this, 
You talk fo idly.—I myfelf am Sofia, 
Not you. 
Sos. I would to heav’n you were indeed, 
That I were beating you ! ( 4fide.) 
Mere. What! muttering? 
Sos, Pll 
Be dumb now. 
Merc. Who’s your mafter ? 
Sos. Whom you will. 
Mere, Come prithee, what’s your name ? 
Sos. Ihave no name, 
But what you fhall command. 
| Marc. You faid you was 
Amphitryon’s Sofia. 
Sos, I miftook:: I meant 
To fay, E~was Amphitryon’s afociate. 
Mere. Iknew -we had no -fervant. of the name 
Of Sofia but myfelf.—You’ve loft the ufe 
Sure of your reafon.— | 
Sos. Would that you had loft 
The ufe too.of your filts ! (Afide, J 
Merc. I am that Sofia, 
You faid you was. 
Sos. Let us difcourfe in peace, 
I pray you,—without hazard of a beating. 
Mere. Well, for a while then we will hold a truce, 
If you have ought to fay. 
Sos. I will not fpeak, 
Till peace is ratified, for you are mightier 
fn fifts than I. 
Merc. \f you have ought to offer, 
Speak ; Ill not hurt you. 
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Sos. May I truft your honour ? 
Mere, You may. 
Sos. But what if you deceive me ? 
Merc, Then 
May Mercury’s difpleafure light on Sofia ! 
Sos. Mark,—Now Iam allow’d to fpeak with freedom, 
I am Amphiitryon’s Sofia. 
Mere. What, again? (Offering to firike. ) 
Sos. The peace is made, the covenant’s ratified : 
I {peak the truth. 
Merc. Beware thee of a beating. (Threatening.) 
Sos. Do as you pleafe, and what you pleafe ;--’tis true, 
In fifts you are the mightier,—yet I'll not 
Be filent on this point, do what you may. 
Mere. Nay, you fhall never make me, while you live, 
Other than Sofia. 
Sos. Nor fhall you make me 
An alien here.—We have no other Sofia 
But me, who went to th’ army with Amphitryon. 
Mere. The fellow’s mad. 
Sos. ’Tis you that are diftemper’d. 
Why, what a plague! Am I not Sofia, 
Amphitryon’s flave ? Did not the fhip, that brought me, 
Arrive this night here from the Perfian port ? 
Did not my mafter fend me? Do not I 
Stand here before our houfe now ? Have I not 
A lanthorn in my hand? Do I not fpeak? 
Am I not broad awake? Did not this man 
Bethump me-with his fifts ?—In troth he did ; 
My cheeks {mart to my forrow ftill.—Then why, 
Why doI doubt ? why don’t I go dire&ly 
Into our houfe ? (Makes up to the door.) 
Merce. (Stepping between.) What! your houfe ? 
Sos. *Tis fo truly.’ 


After the proofs of identity produced on both fides, when 
Sofia views Mercury he goes on. 


.€ Ses. Now I view him well, by heav’ns 

I fee my very figure, fuch as I 

Have often feen it in a glafs.—’Tis certain, 

He’s very like me.—'The fame hat, fame coat— 

He is as like me as I’m like myfelf.— 

The fhanks, feet, ftature, fhorn pate, eyes, nofe, teeth, 

Lips, cheeks, chin, beard, neck—’tis myfelf all over ! 

Need I fay more to’t ?>—If his back be fcar’d, 

There’s nothing can be liker than this likenefs, 
. —Yet 








—Yet furely, when I think on’t, I’m the fame 
I-ever was: | know my maiter, know 
‘Our houfe: and verily I have not Jott 
My wits nor fenfes.—I’ll not heed this fellow, 
Say what he will, but knock here at the door, 
Merc, Whither fo faft? 
Sos. Why, home. 
Mere. Tho’ thou wer’t now 
To mount the car of Jove, and fly from hence, 
Scarce fhould’ft thou *feape deftruétion. 
Sos. May I not 
Deliver my mafter’s mefflage to my mittrefs ? 
Merc. 'To thine deliver what thou wilt, I care not : 
But I'll not fuffer thee t’ approach our lady.— 
And now, if once thou doft provoke me, fellow, 
Depart thou fhalt not without broken bones. 
Sos. I'll be gone rather.—-Heav’ns have mercy on me! 
Where did I lofe myfelf ? where was I changed? 
Why did I lofe my form? or was I haply 
So thoughtlefs as to leave myfelf behind here ? 
For certainly this fellow is poffeft 
Of my whole image, which was mine before. 
[My ftatue is erected in my ftead .] 
What never will be done when I am dead, 
Is done, while now I’m living.—T’il return 
Back to the port, and tell this to my mafter.— 
But if he likewife know me not!—O Jupiter, 
Grant that he may not :—fo thal] I directly 
Cover my fhorn crown with the cap of freedom.’ 


We agree with Mr. Thornton that the fimple and concife 
enumerations of particulars in the perfon of Sofia have more 
real humour than all Mr. Dryden’s variations and additions to 
the fame fpeech. 

Perhaps the generality even of learned readers are ignorant, 
that of all the antient dramatic poets Plautus is the moft fen- 
timental. As we have given the reader a fpecimen of his 
humour, we fhall from the fame play prefent him with a proof 
of his excellence in the laft-mentioned quality. 
of Alcmena, when Jupiter, whom fhe thus miftook for her huf- 
band, had left her. 


Ale. How f{canty are the pleafures in life’s courfe, 
If plac’d in oppofition to it’s troubles ! 
For in the life of man to ev’ry one 
’Tis thus allotted, thus it pleafes heayen, 
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That Sorrow, her companion, ftill fhould tread 
Upon the heels of Pleafure; and if onght 

Of good befal us, forthwith there fhould follow 
Of ill a larger portion —This I feel, 

And know it of myfelf now, unto whom 

A little {pice of pleafure was imparted, 

In that it was permitted me to fee 

My hufband but one night :—he left me, and 
Departed on a fudden, ere ’twas day.— 

Here feem I now deferted and forlorn, 

Since he I doat on, prizing above all, 

Is abfent from me.—I have ta’en of grief 
From the departure of my hufband more 
Than I receiv’d of pleafure from his coming. 
In this, however, am I bleft at leaft, 

That he has conquer’d, and is home return’d 
With honours heap’d upon him :—that’s a comfort, 
Let him be abfent; fo that he return 

Crown’d with the acquifition of bright fame, 
Til bear it, his departure, with a mind 
Refolv’d and ftedfaft :— if this recompence 

Be giv’n me, that my hufband fhall be ftiled 
A conqueror in battle, I fhall think 

I have enough.—Valour’s the beft reward : 
*Tis Valour, that furpaffes all things elfe : 
Our liberty, our fafety, life, eftate, 

Our parents, children, country, are by this 
Preferv’d, protected: valour ev’ry thing 
Comprifes in itfelf; and ev’ry good 

Awaits the man, whois poffefs’d of valour.’ 


How elegantly fimple and fenfible is this foliloguy, when 
compared with the fpeech put into Alemena’s mouth by the 
Englifh poet on the fame occafion, to which we muft refer the 
reader. Our tranflator, however, juftly acknowledges, that 
there are many excellent additions in the imitations both of 
Moliere and Dryden, which were abfolutely neceffary for the 
modern tafte. 

The Miles Gloriofus, which Mr. Thornton englifhes The 
Braggard Captain, is the next comedy in this tranflation, though 
not in the original. He very juftly obferves, that cowardice 
is a principal ingredient in all the modern braggards exhibited 
upon the ftage, tho’ omitted in the chara@er drawn by Plautus, 
which is full of vanity on account of the captain’s felf-opinion 
of the beauty of his perfon, but made produétive of very 
natural comic incidents, Many paflages in this play, were 

at 





Thornton’s Tranflation of the Comedies of Plautus. 128 


it not for the names of the interlocutors, might be thought 
to have been written in this age and country ; witnefs the fol- 
jowing dialogue between Periplectomenes, an old gentleman of 
an eafy benevolent difpofition, and Pleufides, ayoung Atheniar. 
The latter had been repining at Providence, which draws from 
the old gentleman the following rebuke : 


‘ Per. Whoever blames the counfels of the gods, 
And finds fault with them, is a fool and ignorant.— 
No more then of thefe matters.—I’ll to market, 
That I may entertain you as I ought, 

And as you fhould be treated,—with good cheer 
And a kind hearty welcome. 
Pleu. Shall I then 
Have no remorfe in putting you to charge ? 
Whene’er a man is quarter’d at a friend’s, 
If he but ftay three days, his company 
They will grow weary of ; but if he tarry 
Ten days together, though the matter bear it, 
The fervants grumble. 
Per. Wherefore have I fervants, 
But to perform me fervice, not that they 
Should bear authority o’er me, or hold me 
Bounden to them ?—if what I like they like not, 
I fteer my own courfe: though ’tis their averfion, 
Still they muft do’t, or be it at their peril.— 
But Iwill now proceed, as I intended, 
To get provifions. 
Pleu. If you're fo refolv’d, 
Pray cater fparingly, at no great coft,— 
For me, J am content with any thing.— 
Per. Away now with fuch antiquated ftuff, 
The ordinary cant of common folks, 
Who, when they are fat down, and fupper’s ferv’d, 
Cry,—‘* What oceafion was there for this charge - 
On our account ?—why fure, Sir, you was mad :— 
For, look ye, here’s enough for half a fcore.”— 
With what’s provided for them they find fault, 
And yet they eat. 
Pal, Faith ’tis their very way.— 
How fhrewd is his difcernment ! 
. Per. All the while, 
Thefe felf-fame gentry, be it e’er fo great ° 
The plenty fet before them, never fay,— 
** Here take this off ;—away there with that difh ;— 
Remove that gammon hence,—it is not wanted ;— 
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Take off that chine ;—this conger will be good 
When cold.”»—Remove !—Carry away !—Take off! 
No, no,—you never hear a word of this 
From any of them ;—but they ftretch them forward, 
And hang with half their bodies o’er the table, 
Straining to fhatch the daintieft bits. 
Pal. Good foul! 

How well has he defcribed their {curvy manners! 

Per. What Ihave faid is fcarce an hundredth part 
Of what I have in ftore, if leifure ferv’d,’ 


The next play in this colleétion is the Captives *, reputed by 
many to be the beft of the author’s comedies. ‘The plot of an 
old gentleman’s lofing his two fons, one a flave from the time 
he was four years old, the othera captive by war; andof his 
embracing the refolution to turn a flave merchant, that he might 
try whether he could buy a captive whom he could exchange 
for hig fon; the circumftance of his purchafing a noble cap- 
tive of Allis, where his fon was prifoner, and, together with 
that captive, his other fon whom he had loft, and was a flave 
to the noble Alian ; 4%¢ incidents finely imagined; nor is any 
piece upon the ftage better conducted than the fubftitution of 
the captive-mafter for the fervant, and the happy cataftrophe 
which that ftratagem effects. The tranflator will pardon us, if 
we differ from him in the meaning of the line 


Hae res agetur nobis vobis fabula. 


He thinks the fimple and plain fenfe of the paffage is, 


This is the fubje& matter of the play 
We are about to reprefent to you. 


We are of opinion that the res and the /adula are oppofed to 
each other; and plain and fimple as the word res feems to be> 
it is perhaps the moft difficult to tranflate, and carries more fic- 
nifications than any in the Latin language. The five a 
an expreffion of which Cicero is particularly fond, cannot “a 
rendered into Englifh fo as to convey a full idea of the author’s 
meaning. At firft fight she wariety of matter occurs; but we 
fhould comprehend Cicero’s idea more accurately, were we to 
tranflate it she tree of knowledge. We do not throw out this 
obfervation from any difrefpeét to the tranflator of Plautus, but 
by way of caution to others, who, whenever they are at a lofs 
for the meaning of a term, run to Diétionaries, and inftantl 
clap down the firft upon the lift of the wordmonger. We 





* Tranflated by the ingenious Richard Warner, Eq; 
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fhould be glad to know, in the name of common fenfe, why a 
lexicographer fhould underftand the fenfe of an expreffion bet- 
ter or fo wellas atranflator, if the latter is equal to his under- 
taking ? To finifh this digreflon, we recommend it to all 
tranflators from dead languages, that they would a& by their 
originals as found divines do by the Bible, compare one pafiage 
of an author with another, and fifty to one if the fenfe is not 
hit at laft. 

The tranflator of the Captives has a long note upon the line 


Accipite reliquem: alieno uti nihil moror, 
The line preceding in the original is, 
Vos qui poteftis ope vefira cenferier, 
The tranflation of the paflage is as follows : 


But you, who from your rank have wherewithal 
To be affefs’d, hear what I’ve mrore to fay ; 
I care not for the vulgar. 


Is there not fome allufion in this paffage, to which commen- 
tators have not attended, and may it not lie in the word cen/e- 
rier ? We imagine that toa Roman audience it muft have been 
full of humour. The actor bawls out to a fellow, who had no 
right to a feat, and tells him he would not ftrain his lungs on 
his account ; But as to you, ladies and gentlemen, who have already 
paid your affeffment to the flage-rate, you.are welcome to your penny- 
worths, for I hate to be in debt. We hazard this conjecture 
without being certain of its having any real foundation. Did 
the people of property in Rome pay any rate to the queftors or 
the zxdiles towards theatrical exhibitions ? We believe they did, 
but we are not pofitive. , 

The fecond volume of this tranflation confifts of the Tri- 
nummus, or the Treafure; Mercator, or the Merchant * ; 
Anhilaria, or the Mifer; Rudens, or the Shipwreck. The 
Rudens, or the Shipwreck, ftands at leaft in competition for 
excellency with the Captives, and moft criti¢s have affigned it 
the preference. We are forry our limits will not permit us to 
enlarge upon the other beauties of this tranflation, which.re- 
flef&ts great honour on the tafte, accuracy, and erudition of Mr. 
Thornton and his fellow-labourers in the fame garden, which 
we hope will produce the moft excellent and generous fruits 
for the ufe of the Britifh theatre. 





* This comedy is tranflated by Mr. Colman; which the 
reader of tafte may eafily perceive, from the peculiar delicacy, 
éafe, and elegance, which diftinguifhes that gentleman’s per- 
formances, 
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V. A Differtation on the Nature, Effed?s, and Conjequences of the 
Blafphemy againft the Holy Ghoft. To which is added, a Review 
of the Reafonings in Monfieur Bayle, on the Entrance of Sin and 
Mifery into the W orld. And on the Method prefcribed by him for 
conduéting this Difpute with a Manichean, Together with Re- 
marks on an Anonymous Book, intituled, A Free Inquiry into the 
Nature and Origin of Evil. By S. Martin, M. d. Refor of 
Gotham jx Nottinghamfhire, and fome time Fellow of Oriel 
College, Oxford. 8, Pr. 3s. 6d. Cadell. 


| aren writers undertake to illuftrate any paflage of 
Scripture, they ought to attend to the terms and phra- 


fes of the origina! with critical exafinefs. A great deal has 
been written on the Sin againf# the Hely Ghof : but as this ge- 
neral expreflion may include every a&ion by which we may be 
{aid to grieve or refi the Holy Spirit, it has caufed great per- 
plexity in the expofitions of theological writers, and not a little 
uneafinefs in the minds of ignorant people, Commentators 
therefore fhould obferve, that the crime which our Saviour fays 
is unpardonable, is 7s rvevuatos Baaconusa, Slafphemy againft 
the Holy Spirit. ‘The Pharifees were the perfons charged with 
this blafphemy ; and it is plain from St. Mark, ch. iii. v. 30. 
that it confilted in attributing thofe miracles which our Saviour 
performed cy @peuuaTs Oss, by the fpirit of Ged, to diabolical 


operation. 
The author of this Differtation has given the following de- 


finition of the blafphemy in queftion: ‘ It is either, particu- 
larly, a declared imputation of the miracles and gifts of the 
Holy Ghoft to Satan, or fatanic arts, that is, to magic or im- 
pofture ; or it is, in a more general view, fuch a total and open 
apoftacy from Chriftianity, as neceffarily includes the other ; 
and in either cafe, wilfully and with malice prepenfe, againft 
the fenfe of confcience, and the conviction of the man’s own 
mind to the contrary.’ 

This definition feems to give us a confufed idea of the point 
in debate; for if the apoftacy does really include the blaf 
phemy abovementioned, there is no occafion for this diftinétion ; 
if it does not, though the crime may be fimilar in its confe- 
quences, yet it is not, properly fpeaking, the blafphemy in 
difpute. 

In confidering its effeéts Mr. Martin obferves, that ¢ it 
hardens itfelf againit all the means of conviction which God 
has either given us, or defigns for us: whence it comes to 
pafs, that, as there remains no farther evidence to convince us, 
no farther hopes to excite us, no other aids granted to affift 


us, we muft of courfe continue in the fame obdurate, impeni- 
> tent 
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tent ftate, and as fo doing are utterly incapable of forgive: 
nefs.’ 

The author, in the definition of this blafphemy afferts, that 
it is committed ‘ againft the conviction of a man’s own mind ;? 
and here he fays, ‘ it hardens :#/e/f, or more properly hardens 
the mind againft all the means of conviftion.” As a man can- 
not be convinced, and at the fame time hardened againft she 
means of conviction, thefe expreflions, we apprehend, are con- 
tradigtory. 

Having fhewn the effe&ts of this enormous crime on the 
ftate of the blafphemer, both in this world and the world to 
come, he proceeds to vindicate the goodnefs and merey of 
God in this refpect. He then enquires how far we may pre 
fume to pafs our judgment in this cafe; and concludes with 
fhewing, how ufeful it muft be to weak and timid minds rightly 
to apprehend the nature of this crime. 

Monfieur Bayle, in his Critical Dictionary * has alleged, 
* that it is eflential to a benefactor not to beftow favours which 
he knows would be abufed, to the ruin of him to whom they 
are given; that, in the cafe of free-will, if God could not 
prevent the abufe of it, he ought not to have given it at all: 
but if he could have prevented it, by changing the heart, and 
giving a man a relifh of good things, he was bound to do it : 
and this he miglit eafily have done, if he would.” 

Mr. Martin, in anfwer to this objection, replies: * The 
force of this famous dilemma, turns on the iffue of thefe two 
queftions : Whether God could have prevented the abufe of 
free-will, if he pleafed ? and whether, in cafe he could not, 
this laid any obligation upon him not to grant it at all? The 
firft is, we fee, affirmed in the clofe of the-argument ; and he 
warrants this his aflertion by pointing out the way or method 
whereby all fuch abufe might have been prevented, which was, 
by a change in the heart, and giving man a relith of good 
things ; that is to fay, if he mean any thing to the purpofe, 
fuch a relifh as fhould be, upon all occafions, infallibly ef- 
fetual to fecure him from finning. But the difficulty is left 
behind him ftill: for it is a reafonable, nay a neceflary enquiry, 
and the whole depends upon it, how we are to fuppofe this 
change, fo important and fo eafvy, might have been wrought 
on the heart of man, a rational creature. Surely. order and 
wifdom, and the nature of things, will fay, by rational me 
thods, and rational motives, that is, by teaching, exhorting, 
and aiding man in a way fuited to his nature; by hopes and 
fears, from the powerful fanctions of rewards and punifhmenés 
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adapted fo work on rational minds ; by implanting in him con: 
fcience, an ever-prefent and awful monitor, to urge thefe warn- 
ings, and be itfelf in no {mall degree, an executor of them in 
every individual ; and with thefe, a quick fenfe of duty, and 
{trong natural ideas of the amiablenefs of virtue, and deformity 
of vice, either actually innate to him, or as eafily arifing from 
his reafon as if it was. Now all thefe helps God abundantly 
provided ; they are all parts or branches of natural religion ; 
reafon dictates them; we feel them in our own breatts, and 
yet no fuch change was effeéted as to prevent the abufe of free- 
will; but man finned, and itill finneth, and mifery followed, 
and continues fo to do. Rational methods, and rational mo- 
tives, therefore, cannot be the thing in the author’s view ; 
fomewhat further was clearly neceflary and intended ; and this 
could not be lefs (for nothing lefs would anfwer his end) than 
an heart, abfolutely and infallibly determined, by its Maker, 
to duty and true happinefs only. Here then ourfelves muft 
appeal to reafon, and afk, what muft have been the confe- 
quence of fuch a meafure ? The thing {peaks itfelf; man de- 
prived of his liberty, a workmanfhip inconfiftent, unworthy of 
God, and degrading to ws ; for had he created man a neceflary 
agent, he muft have precluded all fort of defert in us, which 
yet is the glory of his creation. If there be free-wiil, fome 
evils may follow from the abufe of it; but if there be none, 
all is mere dead machinery ; there cannot be fuch a thing as 
one virtuous action done in the world. But could it fuit the 
wifdom of God to conititute fuch a fyftem of things, as good- 
nefs fhould have mo place in ; as fhould leave no-room for all 
thofe moral and religious graces, which, wherever they are 
found in any of his creatures, are more pleafing to the wife and 
holy Creator, and redound more to his honour, fhew fome- 
thing more worthy his power and excellence, than all the in- 
finite variety of art and contrivance through the whole mate- 
rial world ? Again, with regard to ourfelves, put the cafe, that 
God had laid us under an invincible neceffity in our attions ; 
will not reafon inform us, that this muft have been not only a 
difhonour to human nature, but an high detriment to the hap- 
pinefs of all thofe who now perfevere in their duty ? muft have 
thrown the moft mortifying abatement into the pleafure of 
doing good in their prefent ftate; and above all, the nobleft 
and moft rational fatisfa&tion in their blifs hereafter muft be 
loft to them; without any confcioufnefs of worth, their joys 
would want their beft and nobleft relifh, and become infipid 
themfelves, as their fervice unpleafing to God ; fo that the 
wifdom, juftice, and goodnefs of God were all concerned to 
provide for the free-agency of man, unlefs we will be fo ridi- 
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culous as to fay, that God fhould have given freedom to fome 
and not to others, or deny even to thoie who would beit de- 
ferve his favour, and make a faithful ufe of it, this their glory 
and proper felicity, left the wicked and unworthy fhould make 
an ill ufe of it. Bayle, however, will not give thus up his 
Manichean ; and, to cut this matter fhort, affirms for him, 
what, if true, would goa great way to prove, that neither the 
fervice of God, nor the happinefs refulting from it, is depend- 
ent on free-will ; for to be convinced of this, he fays, “* we 
need only be put in mind of the ftate of paradife, where God 
is loved and ferved perfetly well, and yet the bleffed do not 
enjoy free-will.” This indeed is a round affertion ; but all rea- 
fon lies on the other fide. The change in heaven is incompa- 
rably for the better, and in no fort for the worfe ; but the very 
nature of the blefled would, by being deprived of their free- 
dom, be changed, and they muft fink into a lower clafs of be- 
ings, unfit- inhabitants of heaven, even below the degree of 
moral agency. That their happinefs is advanced there, by 
their free-agency, we have feen already ; that their virtue and 
goodnefs would be fo too, cannot poflibly be difputed ; for 
moft furely there is more merit in ferving with freedom and 
choice, than by ftri& mechanifm, or, as it is called, phyfical 
neceflity. But, pofflibly, fome may think our happinefs not 
fufficiently fecured any other way. Angels themfelves in heay- 
én have fallen, and may not we, unlefs neceffitated, do fo too? 
What the firft ftate of angels was, we have but fhort hints, 
and yet fromm that little we may conclude, that it was a ftate 
of fome kind of probation; and to thofe that ftood, befides 
their own virtue, and the glories and rewards of their inte- 
grity, which they now enjoy, the mifery of thofe that fell is 
infinite warning to them; their very free-will is their fecurity ; 
and beings intelligent and wife as themfelves, with their lights, 
their blifs, fuch experience, fuch powers to do their duty, fuch 
exemption from all wants, and all temptations againft it, will 
(I had almoft faid, but that it may be mifconftrued, canJ 
never choofe to deviate from it, any more than they can choofe 
mifery, or wifh their own deftrution.’ 

Monfieur Bayle has propofed fome other, lefs material, ob- 
jections, on the fame fubje&, which this writer has refuted. 
But we fhall not enter any farther into the difpute, as the prin- 
cipal topics are trite, and therefore may not be entertaining to 
the generality of our readers. 

In the courfe of his examination of Monfieur Bayle’s ob- 
jections, he takes occafion to enquire into the meaning of what 
we are told in fcripture concerning God’s acting for his glory. 
‘ It was, he fays, immutably fit that he fhould be glorified in 
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and by his creatures; and therefore it could not be unfit that 
he fhould have refpe&t to his own glory in the creation. But 
this is not all; the manifeftation of his power and glory was 
an inftance of love and mercy. As his creatures are thereby 
taught to think worthily of him, to fear and honour him with 
all dutiful obfervance ; and are induced to imitate his imitable 
perfections, and to fall down with humble adoration of fuch as 
are beyond the fphere of any created being ; on all which their 
felicity depends.’ 

In the latter part of this work Mr. Martin has made fome 
remarks on a treattfe, entitled, A Free Enquiry into the Nature 
and Origin of Evil. The author of that Enquiry afferts, that 
** many evils will unavoidably infinuate themfelves, by the na- 
tural relations and circumftances of things, into the moft per- 
fe& fyftem of created beings, in oppofition to the will of an_ 
Almighty Creator, by reaion they cannot be excluded without 
working contradictions.” 

In oppofition to this notion, our author obferves, that it is 
not credible that Infinite Wifdom fhould bring a thing into ex- 
iftence, out of nothing, and yet not be able to give it a nature 
that might be governed, and rendered fuitable to his will. He 
then proceeds to fhew, that natural evils might have been ex- 
cluded without working any contradiction, if the Deity had 
thought it expedient. But there were fufficient reafons for the 
prefent conftitution of things. ‘ God’s wifdom and _ holinefs, 
he fays, faw it beft and worthieft that man fhould be virtuous, 
and then happy from being fo ; he could not be virtuous with- 
out a probation ; he could not have a probation without free- 
will; his free-will could not be proved. without a temptation 
and trial. Under thefe circumitances, while man maintained 
his faith and integrity, every thing about him confpired to 
make him happy: as foon as he rebelled, the fluices of evils 
were thrown open upon him: the ways and means for the ef- 
feing this were as eafy to the Deity, as they were infinitely va- 
rious; perhaps a {mall different direction given to matter, the 
heightening or leflening fome law of motion, fome new po- 
fition to the earth we live upon, might be fufficient to awaken 
the dormant mifchiefs, and wonderfully hurt the eafe, the ac- 
commodations, or the life of its inhabitants. ‘Thus man was 
at once punifhed for what was paft, and taught to return to 
better obedience, if he would at length learn and be wife. In 
this order of difpenfations, we fee nothing but what is worthy 
of God ; we fee a provifion made for all events; we difcover 
God’s righteoufnets in reftraining natural evils, till moral ones 
made them neceflary: in the whole we diftinguifh his mercy, 


even in punifhment ; aiming his judgments for our recovery, 
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and bowing all nature to his great and holy purpofes. How in- 
comparably jufter and better fuited to the nature and attri- 
butes of the Deity, is this reprefentation of things, than that 
which exhibits him ftruggling with the ftubbornnefs of his ma- 
terials, and forced, in fome meafure, to fabmit to their in- 
flexibility at laft !’ 

__ In attempting to account for the introdu@ion of moral evil, 
the Free-inquirer argues, that ‘‘ if mifery could not bé ex- 
cluded from the works of the Creator by infinite power, thefe 
iniferies muft be endured by fome creatures. or other, for the 
good of the whole ; and if there were none capable of wicked- 
nefs, they muft then fall to the fhare of the perfe€tly innocent ; 
here, fays he, the Deity is obliged either to afhict innocence, 
cr be the caufe of wickednefs: he has plainly no other option. 
What then could infinite wifdom, juftice, and goodnefs, do i 
this fituation, more confiftent with itfelf, than to call into be- 
ing creatures formed with fuch depravity in their difpofitions, 
as to induce many of them to ac& in fuch a manner, as to 
render themfelves proper fubjects for fuch néceflary fufferings, 
and yet at the fame time, endued with fuch a degree of reafon and 
free-will, as to put it in the power of every individual to ef- 
cape them by their good behaviour ?” This notion, our author 
obferves, labours under much greater inconveniences than it 
would remove. ‘ For, firft, fays he, this account of morak 
evil fets off with the glaring abfurdity, that fin, the greateft 
of all evils, and the higheft poffible difhonour to the creation, 
is in this way called in by the Creator, as a remedy for evils of 
a much lower kind than itfelf, of a mere phyfical nature, and 
which infer no moral deflement ; a piece of management fo 
unworthy the all-wife God, that it more refembles the igno- 
rant rafhnefs of fome bold empirick amongit ourfelves, who 
fhould cure a pain in the finger, by driving ‘the malady to the 
heart.—zdly, This remedy, thus devifed, to the difhonour of 
the Deity and his work, is incompetent to effe& the end it is 
pretended to anfwer. ‘This is faid to be, that there might not 
be wanting wicked perfons, whom the natural evils of the world 
might be juftly inflicted upon, and fothe good and virtuous 
might thereby efcape'them. Is it fo then that, by this difpo- 
fition of things, good men efcape the evils of life, and bad 
inen fuffer them ? On the other hand, is there not ordinarily 
one event tothe righteous, and to the wicked ? Does a plague, 
or an earthquake, make diitinctions? or do the fufferings of 
wicked men any more leffen the afflitions of the virtuous, than 
thofe of the virtuous relieve the wicked ? It is iufficient to afk 
thefe queftions ; the facts are clear, and anfwer for theinfelves, 
demonftrating at once, fuch a courfe of things, as is utterly 
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repugnant to the end in this inquirer’s fcheme. But turn the 
tables ; and fay, as our fore-fathers have wifely and juftly faid 
before us, not that fin was contrived for the fake of natural 
evils, but that natural evils were called forth to punifh fin; 
and nothing is more worthy of the Deity, nothing more eafily 
underftood by any plain honeft man, nothing that he fo in- 
ftantly diftinguifhes the reafonablenefs and juftice of.—3dly, 
Neither is the method lefs daring and obnoxious, in which this 
remedy is fuppofed to be introduced into the world. God, fee- 
ing the multitude of natural evils, infeparably cleaving to his 
material creation, did, as the Enquirer frequently tells us, 
bring into being creatures formed with evil difpofitions, by in- 
dulging which they would become morally evif, aud fo might 
jin juftice have the natural evil laid upon them..... ‘Thus we 
fee the end affigned, unworthy of God; the means, or fin, by 
which he was to bring about that end, the moft contradictory 
to his holinefs ; and the punifhment inflicted, inconfiftent with 
his juftice ; whence, inftead of being eafed from any difficulties 
on our own account of evil, from the abufe of frec-will, we 
are involved in all the mazes of predeftination, nor can this 
fcheme of neceffity in the leaft relieve us.’ 

~~ After fome other obfervations on the Free Enquirer’s account 
of the Origin of Evil, this writer proceeds to examine the fol- 
lowing charge againft Revelation, viz. ‘‘ If God ever conde- 
feended to aflift our reafon with his infinite wifdom, even the 
religion _refulting from that fupernatural affiftance muft ftill 
be deficient, in almoft every one of the principal requifites ne- 
ceflary towards accomplifhing the great and beneficent ends 
for which it was defigned ; muft want univerfality to render it 
impartial, authenticity to make it demonftrable, perfpicuity 
to make it intelligible, and policy to make it ufeful to man- 
kind.” On each of thefe articles he makes fome remarks ; 
and in order to prove the authenticity of our evangelical hif- 
tory, he takes great pains to evince, that the books of the 
New ‘Teftament have been tranfmitted to us without inter- 
polation, and that no fpurious writings have becn taken by 
the church into the canon of Scripture. 

Mr. Martin is a fenfible writer, but his work wouid have 
been read with more pleafure, if all the fubjeds of which he 
has treatcd, had not been before difcuffed by many eminent 
writers, 
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VI. The Hiftory of MifsPittborough. In a Series of Letters. By a 
Lady. 2 Vols. vo. Price 6s. Cadel. 


*THIS hiftory opens with a letter from its heroine Mifs 

i Pittborough to her fifter Mifs Nancy Pittborough. Thefe 
to young ladies, though both formed by nature to be amiable 
Women, are in their chara&ters as oppofite to each other as 
light and fhade, earth and air. The former is a fprightly, 
generous, undefigning, accomplifhed beauty, with every grace 
and virtue which can adorn her fex, but capricious and indo- 
cile. With the beft of hearts fhe has an intractable temper ; 
and, though void of affectation, fhe is a finifhed coquet, fond 
of admiration, and intoxicated with applaufe. Mifs Nancy 
her fifter lives in the country; is beloved by, and loves, an 
honeft worthy gentleman, to whom fhe is on the point of 
giving her hand in marriage ; and practfes all the folid duties 
of domettic life, is a dutiful child, an affe@tionate fifter, and a 
valuable fenfible friend. During Mifs Pittborough’s refidence 
in town with her aunt, Mrs Hutchens, (a good-natured affec- 
tionate woman, but mother to a vixen daughter) fhe becomes 
acquainted with colonel Dingley, who falls in love with her, 
while fhe is far from being infenfible to his fine perfon and 
accomplifhments. The fentiments of her filter MifS Nancy, 
whom fhe makes her confidante on this occafion, are expreflive 
of the author’s very moral and initructive plan, as well as the 
delicacy and elegance of her ftile. 


© Mifs Nancy PittsoRovucu to Mifs PirrsorovcnH., 


‘ I with, my dear fifter, that like the travelled pidgeon, 
you may not foon repent quitting your peaceful happy home : 
dangers, difafters, innumerable await you; and many {chool- 
boys, perhaps, already fufpend a fatal fling to wound, at leaff, 
your repofe. 

* With what unfpeakable rapture fhall I receive you once more 
into our innocent retreat, if you fhould be fo fortanate as to 
efeape the evils that threaten you. 

‘ That ever vivacity fhould render any one unamiable :—but 
yours, like the beauty of a refe, is not without the hidden 
thorn. 

‘ Your firft letter is a too juft emblem of your heart, warm, 
inconftant, vain.—How do you negleét the purpofe of your be- 
ing, and abufe one of the beft of underftandings! and with 
endowments that would enable you to thine, on every benevo- 
lent, every rational occafion, aim at no hiyher excellence, than 
the taudry trim that fafhion can beltow. 
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_ © You, my dear, are an inconteftible inftance that vanity is 
far from being the produét of any particular foil: had you been 
bred in the gay metropolis from your earlieft infancy, you 
could not have been a more finifhed coquet ; nor would your 
fimple misjudging heart have felt a ftronger flutter at a beau. 

‘ And fhall it be faid that my filter, whofe education has 

been moft unexceptionably celicate and prudent—who has 
not only received the cleareft definition of propriety and deco- 
rum, but has been carefully inftru&ted in every religious duty :— 
fhall it be faid, that fhe, taken by the eye and the ecr, fancy, 
idle degenerate fancy, her fupreme judge and monitor---fuffered 
her inclinations to be enflaved by the empty charms of the 
martial ftrut, and martial habiliments ! 
_ © I fhall never forgive myfelf for promoting this journey, if 
an improper connexion fhould be the confequence : but it has 
ever been my weaknefs to give you, at all times, and upon all 
eccafions, the preference. I, in many degrees your fuperior, 
in the article of gravity at leaft, fhould have been in no dan- 
ger from fuch an excurfion ; as I fhould have played a timorous, 
cautious, and confequently fure card: for Iam convinced there 
are rore young women undone by felf-confidence and credu- 
lity, than by any real propenfity to error. 

‘ Excufe me, but this is not the only circumftance I la- 
ment :—and can you, who have ever piqued yourfelf upon your 
fpirit and refolution, tamely fubmit to be fafhion-led; even 
beyond what is confiftent either with decency, or your own pri- 
vate tafte? Is it not a fevere reflection upon your boafted firm- 
nefs, to want courage to go hand in hand with propriety ; at 
the fame time that your attempt to exculpate yourfelf, by 
charging the whole blame upon the fafhion-mongers (as you 
gayly itile the original inventors), juftly expofes you to the im- 
putation of meannefs. They indeed fpread the fnare ; but 
they cannotforce or furprife you into it; as they have no power 
ovér your judgment, or inclination. They’cannot render folly 
other than folly; and though the general pra€tice may fami- 
liarize it, in fume degree, and leifen what is prepofterous, its 
unfuitablenefs and pernicious tendency will ever remain. 

‘ Your perfon, whatever eftimation you may fet upon if, 
will, I fear, prove your greateft misiortune :—it is impoffible to 
behold it with indifference: — thé bloom’of health and peace 
that glows upon your cheek—the agreeable vivacity that 
{parkles in your eye — with the arch fmile, occafioned by a ra- 
ther becoming dimple, that plays about your not ill-fhaped mouth, 
muit procure your vanity a perpetual feaft. But, my dear 
fiiter, fit loofe I befeech you-to every flattering infinuation.—It 
is innocence and good humour that enlightens your countenance; 

deprive 
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deprive yourfelf of them, and even your plain-faced fifter mey 
pretend tovie with you. However weak the confeflion, I my- 
felf have frequently been delighted to trace the gaiety of your 
heart in every {peaking .feature; and when I thought it my 
duty to chide you for fome little impropriety in your fentiments, 
or expreflions, thofe lines of Mr. Pope have officioufly fuggefted 
themfelves ; 


If to her fhare fome female errors fall, 
Look on her face, and you'll forget them all ; 


notwithftanding they have been fo vilely proftituted, at a viciors; ° 


fhrine. But, my dear, though, in the overflowings of my 
affection, I could thus excufe follies that I confidered as having 
no other fource than youth, and achearful unreftrained imagi- 
nation, I fhould not have the leaft charity for practical error ; -- 
but. I have hope that, like the coward, your big words pro- 
ceeded merely from confcious fecurity. 

‘ Under the paternal roof, and at a happy diftance from the 
men, how have you bluftered !—You was for leading all in 
chains ; and, like Congreve’s Millamant, making lovers when 
you pleafed, letting them live as long as you pleafed ; and 
when you was fo weary of them as to fuffer them to die, in 
order to pleafe yourfelf, making more. But remember, man 
is not acreature to be played with, meek and harmlefs though 
he may appear: can the lamb efcape the lion’s paw unhurt ?— 
Their natures are cailous, impatient of controul, enterprifing, 
revengeful :—they have defign in every action, their expref- 
fions are the refult of premeditation ; and all connexion with 
them is as dangerous as the eye of the bafilifk. 

Admiration is a tribute we involuntarily pay to beauty :-— 
gratitude is anoble fentiment ; but as it 6 ever attended with a 
fenfe of obligation, is fometimes painful :---but efteem is a lively, 
yet deliberate, approbation ; has its foundation in good opinion, 
is increafed by obfervation, and confirmed by every newly difco- 
vered perfection ; it is the only fenfation we mortals are capable 
of feeling juftly, as it is free from all the prejudice and violence 
of paflion, the heat of ambition, the narrow hopes and fears 
of feif-love, and the folid anxizty of felf-intereft. Be it your 
bufinefs, your glory, to cultivate friendfhip upon this bafis only, 
as it is the only one that can promiie permanence ; for the-at- 
tachment of a cay, give it what name you pleafe, is neither 
more nor lefs thai idle caprice, 

‘ You are now juit entering into life; and have it as yet in 
your power to eftablifh that kind of reputation that appears 
mott eligible in your fight ; butit is a work that muft be ever 
effecting, from the impoffibility of its.ever being .wholly ac-~ 
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complifhed ; one negle&t, one drowfy interval, may unravel the 
Jabour of years ; and though, like Syfiphus, you may by inde- 
fatigable induftry get the {tone once to the top, yet will it roll 
back with the utmoft impetuofity, unlefs you are perpetually 
upon your guard. 

‘ I tremble for your future fate ; your open, unreferved, vo- 
latile difpofition, will expofe you to a thoufand inconveniences 
from both fexes ; thofe who are praétifed in deceit, will be apt 
to confider even the amiable dictates of your heart as proceed- 
ing from the fame unworthy fource; and the quicknefs of your 
fenfibility, by exciting warm attachments and warm refentments, 
will be ever producing you unavailing repentance and mortifi- 
calion, 

‘ Can you, for the fake of our paft friendfhip, have patience 
to read this long lecture, that has no other end in view than: 
your happinefs and advantage ? and, with all humility, would 
caution you at this critical juncture (as your good genius) to 
beware.’ | 

The courthhip between Mifs Pittborough and the colonel 
continues ; and though Mifs Hutchens prattifes many little arts 
to thwart it, their intimacy ripens into a mutual paffion, Adan- 
gerous fever into which Mifs Pittborough falls, and from which 
fhe recovers, confirms the lovers affetion foreach other, but proves 
unable to cure her of her giddy, difipated, turn; which is fo 
violent, that the colonel and Mrs Hutchens concert a private 
fcheme foy bringing about the marriage, to which our he- 
roine exprefies no averfion. Her pride, however, is alarmed by 
the fecret machinations of Mifs Hutchens; and when fhe dif- 
covers the colonel’s and her aunt’s defign, fhe refents jt as an 
infult upon her underftanding. 

Sir Matthew Sanxfey, an old battered beau, poffeffed of a good 
eftate, but in every refpeét the reverie of colonel Dingley, pro- 
feffes himfelf an admirer of Mifs Pittborough ; and though fhe 
hates and detefts him, yet from pride and caprice, fhe re- 
folves to punifh the colonel by giving her hand to Sir Matthew, 
They accordingly make an elopement, and drive down ta 
Scotland ; but ficeding fome qualms rifing upon her du- 
ring the journey, fhe cafts many a longing look behind, in 
hopes of being purfued and reicued. Her expectations, how- 
ever, prove vain, for they arrive at Edinburgh without any 
interruption, where the matrimonial noofe is tied. Mifs 
Hutchens, who had a fneaking kindnefs for the colonel, in 

the mean time, manages fo artfully, that he comes to the 
knowledge of the elopement when it is too late. He inftantly 
fets out for Edinburgh; but, before his arrival there, he finds 
his miftrefS converted into lady Sanxfey, 
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The horror fhe feels at this change of her fituation, as well 
as her bitter refle&ions on her own conduct, are pathetically 
defcribed.. The colonel narrowly efcapes fhooting her hufband ; 
but though fhe loves the former as paffionately as ever, fhe 
refolves to accommodate herfelf to the duties of a virtuous wife; 
and afhamed to appear again in the gay world, fhe perfuades 
Sir Matthew to carry her to his- old inhofpitable feat in. 
the Weft of England. Here he difplays his true com- 
plexion of peevifhnefs, jealoufy, and ill-nature. During his 
abfence lady Sanxfey {trolls carelefly into the country in a poft- 
chaife, which being acciden'ally overturned, the lady is de- 
livered from danger by an adventurous knight, who cuts. the 
braces, and who we need not tell the reader proves to be the 
colonel in propred perfond. The lover carries her into an adjoin- 
ing cottage, where their converfation is very tender and fenti- 
mential —A furgeon arrives, who falls in love with lady. 
Sanxfey; and the interview, through his imprudence, reaches: 
the ears of Sir Matthew, who puts the worft conftruction upon 
every circumftance. Lady Sanxfey is confined and maltreated ;: 
the colonel goes abroad with his regiment, but returns home, 
and by the help of a difguife getting adaittance into her houfe, 
faves our heroine from being ravifhed by the furgeon. She 
falls fick, her lifeis defpaired of, but Sir Matthew dies before’ 
her. Afterwards, with great difficulty, fhe recovers, and is 
perfuaded’ to marry the colonel. * 

Such is the ftery of this virtuous novel, which chaftity may 
read without a blufh, and the moft intelligent may perufe with 
improvement. ‘We are forry that the author, by confining 
hertelf to two volumes, has crowded too many incidents into the 
fecond towards the conclufion, in order to do poetical juftice 
upon Mifs Hutchens, who is fufficiently expofed and punifhed. 
However,. we cannot fufficiently recommend the moral of this 
performance, which feems to ‘be, That little paffions, by being 
indulged, or rather played with, may become indocile and in- 


traétable ; and not only {wallow up all the reft, but deftioy. 


the moft precious bletlings of life. 





VII. The Life and Opinions of Trifttam Shandy, Gentleman. 


Vol.\X. 80. Pr.2zs. Becket. 


O F all the comical devices contained in this volume, none is 


fo diverting as that of printing blank leaves, two lined 
pages, and the flourifh of a cudgel expreffed in a long ferpen- 
tine line, [ don’t underftand you, faid my father. Piint 
the flourifh of a cudgel. Yes, pleafe your honour, faid 
Trim, and I'll thew you the very flourith, Upon this the 
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corporal began to exercife his flick, which in one of his chi® 
manceuvres came fo near Dr, Slop’s nofe, that my father 
filed, my mother chuckled, uncle Toby frowned, and the 
doétor ducked his head, Well but, fays my father, how could 
he print biank pages? Trim, cried my uncle Toby.— 
Your honour! Step home and bring the book Trim 
was not half-way down ftairs, when returning, Did not your 
honour lock it up with the map of Lifle which we brought back 
from the widow Wadman’s? Well remembered, Trim ; 
take the key: I remeinber I committed fuch another miftake at 
the fiege of Mons, when I forgot a demi-culverin which I locked 
up in a butter-firkin. My father ftared at uncle Toby, but 
by this time Trim came back with the book. Phhaw or pith, 
faid my father (we cannot be certain which) when opening it, 
it appeared to be as my uncle Toby faid. See pages 69 and 70. 

Uncle Toby’s courtthip of widow Wadman is the chief fub- 
ject of this volume. ‘The widow had an inkling of an ugly 
wound uncle Toby had got ata fiege, in a very inconvenient 
place. 

‘ Mrs. Bridget had pawn’d all the little ftock of honour a 
poor chambermaid was worth in the world, that the would get 
to the bottom of the affair in ten days; and it was built upon 
one of the molt conceflible pofulatum in nature: namely, that 
whilft my uncle Toby was making love to hermilftrefs, the cor- 
poral could find nothing better to do, than make love to her 
*« And I’\l let him as much as he will,” faid Bridget, * to 
getit out of him,” 

‘ Friendthip has two garments; an outer and an under one. 
Bridget was ferving her miltrefs’s interefts in the one—and do- 
ing the thing which moft pleafed herfelf in the other ; fo had as 
many ftakes depending upon my uncle Toby’s wound, as the 
devil himfelf- Mrs. Wadman had but one—and as it poffi- 
bly might be her laft (without difcouraging Mrs, Bridget, or dif- 
crediting her talents) was determined to play her cards herfelf, 
© She wanted not encouragement: a child might have look’d 
into his hand there was fuch a plainnefs and fimplicity in his 
playing out what trumps he had with fuch an unmiftruft- 
ing ignorance of the ten-ace and fo naked and defencelefs 
did he fit upon the fame fopha with widow Wadman, that a 
generous heart would have wept to have won the game of him, 
¢ Let us drop the metaphor, 



































‘ It is natural for a perfect ftranger who is going from Lon- 
don to Edinburgh, to enquire before he fets out, how many 
miles to York ; which is about the half way nor does any 
body wonder, if he goes on and aiks about the corporation, &c. 
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*© It was juft as natural for Mrs. Wadman, whofe, firft buf- 
band was all his time affliéted with a {ciatica, to wifh to know 
how far from the hip to the groin; and how far the was likely 
to fuffer more or lefs in her feelings, in the one cafe than in 
the other. 

‘ She had accordingly read Drake’s anatomy from one end 
to the other. She had peeped into: Wharton upon the brain, 
and borrowed Graaf upon the bones and mufcles; but- could 
make nothing of it. 

‘ She had reafon’d likewife from her own powers laid 
down theorems drawn confequences, and come to no con- 
clufion, 

‘ To clear up all, the had twice afked door Slop, ‘* if poor 
captsin Shandy was ever-likely to recover of his wound p< 
He is recovered, doétor Slop would ag 

© What! quite? 

‘ Quite: madam 

¢ But what do you mean by a recovery ? Mrs. Wadman would 
fay. 

¢ Doétor Slop was the worft man alive at definitions; and fo 
Mrs. Wadinan could get no knowledge: in fhort, there was ‘no 
way to extra@ it, but from my uncle Toby himfelf. 

‘ There is an accent of humanity in an enquiry of this kind 
which lulls fufpicion to reft and I am half perfuaded the 
ferpent got pretty near it, in his difcourfe with Eve; for the 
propeofity in the fex to be deceived could not be fo great, that 
fhe fhould have boldnefs to hold chat with the devil, without 
it But there is an accent of humanity how fhall I de- 
fcribe it ?——’tis an accent which covers the part with a gar- 
ment, and gives the enquirer a right to be as particular. with 
it, as your body- furgeon. 

Was it without remiffion ? 

Was it more tolerable in bed? 

Could he lie on both fides alike with it? 
Was he able to mount a horfe? 
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fpoke to, and fo direfted towards my uncle Toby’s heart, that 


every item of them funk ten times deeper into it than the evils- 
but when Mrs. Wadman went round about-by. 
Namur to get at‘my uncle Toby’s groin, and engaged him to: 





themfelves 


attack the point of the advanced counterfcarp, and péle méle with. 
the Dutch to take the counterguard of St. Roch fword in hand 
and then with tender notes playing upon his ear, led him 
all bleeding by the hand out of the trench, wiping her eye as he 
was carried to his tent Heaven! Earth! Sea! all was 
lifted up the fprings of nature rofe above her levels an 
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angel of mercy fat befides him on the fopha————his heart glow’d 


with fire and had he been worth a thoufand, he had lott 
every heart of them to Mrs. Wadman. 

‘And whereabouts, dear Sir, quoth Mrs. Wadman, a 
little categorically, did you receive this fad blow ?———In afk- 
ing this queftion, Mrs. Wadman gave a flight glance towards 
the waiftband of my uncle Toby’s red pluth breeches, expeét- 
ing naturally, as the fhorteft reply to it, that my uncle Toby 
would lay his fore-finger upon the place. ——It fell out other- 
wife for my uncle Toby having got his wound before the 
gate of St. Nicolas, in one of the traverfes of the trench, oppo- 
fite to the falient angle of the demi-baftion of St. Roch, he 
could at apy time ftick a pin upon the identical fpot of ground 
where he was ftanding when the ftone ftruck him: this ftruck 
imfantly upen my uncle Toby’s cenforium—and with it, ftruck 
his large map of the town and citadel of Namur and its envi- 
rons, which he had purchafed and patted down upon a board by 
the corporal’s aid, during his long ilinefs———it had lain with 
other military lumber in the garret ever fince, and accordingly 
the corporal was detached into the garret to fetch it. 

‘ My uncle Toby meafured off thirty toifes, with Mrs. Wad- 
man’s {ciflars, from the returning angle before the gate of St 
Nicolas ; and with fuch a virgin modefty laid her finger upon 
the place, that the goddefs of decency, if then in being—if 
not, "twas her fhade—fhook her head, and with a finger wa- 
vering acrofs her eyes—forbid her to explain the miftake. 

* Unhappy Mrs. Wadman ! 
For nothing can make this chapter go off with fpirit 
but an apoftrophe to thee but my heart tells me, that in 
fuch a crifis an apoftrophe is but an infult in difguife, and ere 
I would offer one to a woman in diltrefs—let the chapter go ta 
the devil; provided any damn'd critic in keeping will be but at 
the trouble to take it with him.’ 

A critic would prove himfelf as extravagant as the author 
affects to be, fhould he pretend to give a character of this work, 
whofe wit may be termed generical. We with, however, that 
it had been a little better accommodated to the ear of innocence, 
wirginibus puerifque ; but, perhaps, of all the authors who have 
exitted fince the days of Rabelais, none can with more juftice 
than Triftram put his arms a-kimbo, ftrut through his room, 


and fay, 

















None but myfelf can be my parallel. 
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Art. 8. The Perplexities. A Comedy. As it is Performed at the The- 
atre Royal in Covent-Garden. 8we. Pr. 1s. 6a. Griffin. 


HIS piece is nothing more than an alteration of one of 

the old plays in Dodfley’s Colleétion, written by Sir Sa- 
muel Tuke, and called The Adventures of Five Hours, The 
Adventures of Five Hours is a tranflation from the Spanith of 
Calderon ; and the plot, like the intrigo of other Spanith pieces, 
depends fo much on efcapes and purfuits, balconies, fedan- 
chairs, private keys, and back-doors, that comedy is con- 
verted into {peaking pantomime. It was hardly worth while, 
therefore, to bruh off the duft of antiquity from this piece, 
for the fake of a few noble fentiments, not fufficiently bril- 
liant to atone for the extravagance of the adventures that oc- 
cafion them : and we canonly fpeak of the labours of the ;mo- 
dern editor by applying to them the old French proverb, Le jew 
ue vaut pas la chandelle,; ** The play is not worth the candle,” 


9. The Fairy Favour. As it is performed at the Theatre-Royal ia 
Covent Garden. 8vo. Pr.1s. Griffin. 


A puerile imitation of the Midfummer Night’s Dream of 
Shakefpeare, and intended as a compliment to his royal high- 
nefs the prince of Wales, the firft time of his appearance at 
the theatre. 


10 Love in the City. A Comic Opera. As it is performed at the. 
Theatre-Royal in Covent-Garden. Writen by the Author f 
Love ina Village. 8vo,. Pr. 1s. 6d. Griffin. 


The city has long been the favourite fcene of comedy, 
Shakefpeare has infpired us with a kind of veneration for the 
very name of Eaf-cheap, and Ben Jonfon has immortalized 
Moor-fields and Coleman-frreet. Our prefent mufical dramatilt 
has, however, wooed the coy mufes with moft fuccefs by 
making Love in a Village. With his innocent Maid of the Mil 
he was fuccefsful: but in rhe City, like true town coquettes, 
they have jilted him. We would advife him, therefore, to fol- 
Jow the example of Sir Francis Wronghead ; and having mads 
an unfuccefsful journey to London, to take a journey into the 
country again. 


11. The Conaught Wife, A Comedy of two ABs. As it is per- 
formed at the Theatre in Smock-Alley, Dublin, 800, Pr. ts. 
Williams. 


Mrs. Fretfull, after marrying a man who loves, but at the 
fame time is jealous of her, is followed to Dublin by Vainlove, 
a 
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a coxcomb whom fhe defpifes, and who had endeavoured to de- 
bauch her previous to her marriage. Vainlove finds means 
to get into-her houfe, where he is difcovered by the blunders of 
Terry, an Irifh fervant, who enters with the watch and con- 
ftable: thefe alarm Fretfull, who is not able, however; to 
prevent Vainlove’s efcaping over the garden-wall. Being pur- 
fued, he creeps into a hogthead, where he is fluiced by a wa- 
ter-woman, and taken prifoner by the conftable. Mrs. Fret- 
full and her maid Katty deny that he is the fame perfon who 
had broke into their houfe, and who had ungeneroufly fworn, 
that if Mrs. Fretfull alarmed the family, he would fwear he 
came there by her appointment. Mrs. Fretfull has her rea- 
fons for contributing to Vainlove’s deliverance ; and he is ac- 
cordingly difcharged by the conftable. Thus ends the firft act. 

In the fecond act we find Fretfull, upon recolle@ing circum- 
ftances, grown almoft horn-mad; but his wife refolves to 
difabufe him by taking a fingular revenge upon Vainlove, 
Through Katty’s management a frefh affignaticn is made, and 
Vainlove agrees to pay another private vifit to Mrs. Fretfull. 
On his arrival at the outfide of her houfe, he is perfuaded to 
truft himfelf to a rope which depends from a crane fixed in the 
upper {tory ; and when he mounts a little way, Katty pretends 
fhe can neither draw him up nor let him down ; and thus he is 
left ridiculoufly fufpended in the air, while the fervants bela- 
bour him with their fticks. This contrivance of Mrs. Fretfull 
cures her hufband of his jealoufy, and fhe becomes as happy as 
fhe was before miferable. 

Such, wyh the ufual humours of blundering Irifh fervants, 
is the plan of this drama, which is entirely adapted to the up- 
per galleries. We fhall therefore difmils it with obferving, 
that Mrs. Fretfull is a good kind of woman, and, confidering 
her circumftances, behaves very prudently. 


12. The She-Gallant: or, Square Toes Outwitted. A New Co- 
medy of two Acts. As now performing, with great Applaufe, 
at the Theatre in Smock Alley, Dublin. 80. Price 15, 
Lowndes. 


This is a very filly performance, made up of common-place 
incidents equally improbable as uninterefting. Emily, a beau- 
tiful young lady, is beloved by Delamour, who, on his return 
from Paris, is told by her brother that her father had promifed 
her in marriage to Sir Geofry Ginkle, a gouty, unamiable old 
knight, who offered to take her without any fortune. Flo- 
rimel, another young lady, and friend to Emily, undertakes 
her deliverance, by getting herfelf introduced into Emily’s 
apartment in a well-known fuit of her brother's cloaths, Mean: 
time 
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time fhe takes care that the old knight fhould receive intel- 
ligence of the appointment, which is to be in the night-time ; 
upon which Sir Geofry difguifes himfelf as a watchman, and 
fees the fuppofed lover ftep into Emily’s apartment, tho’ uot be- 
fore he drops a paper, which the knight takes up, and which proves 
to be an invitation fuppofed to be fent to Delamour by Emily. 
Sir Geofry, upon this, vifits Emily’s father, Sir Anthony 
Woodville, and breaks off the match. The two old gentlemen, 
however, very prudently agree to conceal Etnily’s fhame, and 
Sir Anthony offers her with a portion, double of what -He in- 
tended to Delamour in marriage, who accepts her with rap- 
tures. Florimel is married ‘at the fame time to young Wood- 
ville ; and all parties are made happy. ‘The under character 
of the blundering Irifh fervant is. nearly the fame in this as in 
the laft play, and feems to be a never-failing fource of humour 
upon the Irifh theatre. 


13. 4 Pcem on Winter, being a Verfification of Mr. Hervey’s Winter- 
Piece: with Part of bis Contemplations on the Night. To which 
is added a Poem addrefid to Mr. Sutton, on Inoculation. By 
T. Baker. The fecond Edition, with large Additions and Altera- 
tions, 410. Pr. is. Hawes. 


‘This writer is one of thofe geniufes, who in the treatife of 
ali Bathos are compared to ‘ flying fifhes, that now and then 
rife upon their fins, and fly out of the profund ; but: their 
wings are foon dry, and they drop down to the bottom.” 

The defcription of a ftorm. 


‘ Thick vapours gather ;—clouds involve the day, 
And fadd’ning glooms expel each fhining ray. 
Hark ! how the doubling ftorm, the flying floods 
Whiz in the air, and rattle thro’ the wosdil 
See! the vaft fluices of the fky are rent, 
Down rufh the rains from th’ op’ning firmament ! 
The low-hung clouds in rapid torrents pour, 
From buriting fkies their congregated ftore ; 
On fhelving roofs the rattling waters bound, 
And rufhing ftréams from lofty fpouts refound, 
‘ ~ PDown channel’d pavements foaming currents meet, 
i And muddy fhallows whelm the village ftreet, 
Th’ induftrious plowman dripping like the eaves, 
Reludtant, vex’d his half-till’d acre leaves, 
The feather’d poultry of the ftorm afraid, 
Crowd into fhelter, fhiv’ring and difmay’d, 
Silent, the wand’ring texaats of the grove, 
Fold up their pinions ; none attempt to rove. 
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Joylofs the Jeafs all thake their dripping hides. . 
Roads {wim, and {welling brooks encreafe the tides. 
Rivers that deftin’d banks could long reftrain, 
Now burft their bounds and rufh into the plain, 
With rage impetuous fpreading wide and far, 
Stopping the trav’ller and his rattling car ; 

New currents join; the foaming ftream invades, 
And with a foaking deluge drowns the meads.’ 


This defcription is corrupted and debafed by vulgar images 3 
and rendered contemptible and ridiculous by an affeéted up- 
arance of pomp and grandeur. 


The following lines are tolerably harmonious and poetical. 


* The fober eve fhuts up the fhort-liv’d day, 
And heav’n’s blue arches fhine in bright array. 
Pendent in glory, fee the moon arife, 

And tinge with filver rays the azure {kies ; 
High-thron’d in majefty, the radiant queen, 
All grand, yet fully’d at firft rife is feen ; 

But fee, fhe brightens, as fhe climbs on high, 
And reigns fair emprefs of the fpangled fky ; 
Around her throne, the ftars unnumbered fhine, 
And filent fing, their maker is divine.’ 


The author in this paffage feems to have had Homer's cel¢- 
brated night-piece in his view ; and it muft be allowed, that 
with a little correGtion, and fome additional touches, it would 
be no bad imitation of the fame beautiful defcription in Mr. 
Pope’s tranflation of the Iliad. 

In feveral parts of this poem the author attempts to rife 
above mediocrity ; but he frequently finks. into the loweft de- 
gree of the bathos. What can be more defpicable than the 


following couplet ? 
¢ That with the Pfalmift Pll with joy rehearfe, 
From pfalm the fifty-firft, and feventh verfe.’ 


Or this ? 


* Our paths conceal’d by driven fnows fo deep, 
That in our houfes we’re obliged to keep.’ 


Thefe lines remind us of the following burlefque upon thofe 


writers who affec& to be fublime, while they are grovelling in 
the other extreme : | 


“< The princefs ftept by chance into the mire, 
And dries her ficckings by the kitchen fire.” 


Mr. Baker does not feem fo much to want abilities, as judg- 
ment ; which, poffibly, time and experience may improve. 


13. Pros 
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14. Providence. Book II. Written in 1764 and 1765. By she 
Rev. Jofeph Wifes 8vo. Pr.i1s. Bladon. 


_ The author gives the following account of his performance. 
‘ The thefis of this poem is, that God conitituted the world, 
and governs it according to moral law, ordaining virtue to be the 
bafis of happinefs. In the firft book [which was publithed ia 
1766] this thefis is metaphyfically proved. {As alfo.the fall 
of man) 1. From our beft notions of God, and of Being in 
general, 2. From the nature of man in particular.—In the 
fecond book this thefis is fairly elucidated from the hiftory. and 
great doétrines of holy fcriptures, which laft are briefly, but 
clearly and rationally explained. The third book exhibits a 
fammary of the whole, and expatiates on the perfuafive argu- 
ments of death and judgment, in a more poetical manner, 
than the defign of the foregoing books would admit of, 

‘ The author thinks, that he can fafely promife the learned 
and curious, fomething new and worthy of their attention ; 
that the ferious and the infidel will affuredly find in the fecond 
and third books, the moft important truths explained and en- 
forced in the cleareft and ftrongeft manner.’ 

In this advertifement to the ‘public the author promifes the 
learned and curious reader fomething new and worthy of his 
attention. What it is we have not been able to difcover ; 
and we can only wifh that others may perufe this tedious com- 
pofition with more fuccefs. 


15. The Impartialif. A Poem. By 'T. Underwood, Author of 
the Snarlers. 4t0. Pr. 1s. 6d. Webley. 


The Impartialift, after withing for the abilities of Churchill, 
proceéds in this menacing flile : 
‘ By his example, with impartial pen, 
Tl ftrive to mend,—or lath fuch vicious men, 
Who to their country are a foul difgrace, 
On in,—or out,—with penfion, or with place, 
[ value not—all—all’s the fame to me, 
I mind a titl’d knave no more than he... 
Curfe to dependence on the feeming great, 
My foul difdains fuch flavith, abject ftate, 
I cahnot—will not let abufe and wrong, 
E’en from a lotd unnotic’d pafs along.’ 


The petulance and the poetry of this writer con{pire to verily 
this proverbial. remark : 


“© Dat Deus immiti cornua curta bovi.”’ 
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‘16. The Poet?’s Manual. A Satire. By John Robinfon. 4v0. 
Pr. 1s. Noble. —_ 


This performance is fuperior to many late produétions of the 
fame fpecies. ‘The verfification is. properly adapted to the fub- 
ject, and the advice which the author fuggefts, is worth the 
attention of every young, petulant, and adventurous poet. His 
defign is—— 


© To teach the doubting bard to chufe 
The fafeft fubje&t to indulge his mufe.’ 


The fatirift, he obferves, gains nothing but malevolence and 
contempt by his productions. 


‘ If then a youth, feduced by love of fame, 
Will barter wealthy views to gain @ name, 
Thro’ fairy fcenes of verfe howe’er he ftray, 
Oh, let him fhun where fatire leads the way, 
And if refolv’d his tender wings to try 

In long excurfions, choofe a fummer fky.’ 


This gentleman is the author of Preferment, a fatire, pub- 
lithed in 1765, and the Hiftory of Charles Chance and Mifs 
Clara Vellume 


17. Il Latte. “An Elegy. 4t0. Pr. 138. Dodfley. 


In this age and nation, in which politenefs, delicacy, and 
good-breeding, are affected by people of every ftation, when a 
lady becomes a mother, the infant is inftantly banithed from 
her apartment, and configned to the care of an unaffetionate 
and unfeeling nurfe. This expulfion of the puling little wretch 
from the mother’s milk (il latte) is the fubje& of this elegy, 
which is written in an eafy, tender, and pathetic ftrain; and 
calculated to diffuade the daughters of the great, who are the 
conduétrefles of fafhion, from this barbarous cuftom. 


¢ Say why, illuftrious daughters of the great, 
Lives not the nurfling at your tender breaft ? 
By you protected in his frail eftate? 

By you attended, and by you carefs’d ? 


To foreign hands, alas! can you refign 
The parent’s tafk, the mother’s pleafing care ? 
To foreign hands the fmiling babe confign ? 
While Nature ftarts, and Hymen fheds a tear. 
When ‘mid the polif’d circle ye rejoice, 

Or roving join fantaftic Pleafure’s train, 
Unheard perchance the nurfling lifts his voice, 
His tears unnotic’d, and unfooth’d his pain, 
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Ah ! what avails the coral crown'd with gold? 
In heedlefs infancy the title vain? 

The colours gay the purfled fcarfs unfold? 
The fplendid nurs’ry, and th’ attendant train? 
Far better had{t thou firft beheld the light, 
Beneath the rafter of fome roof obfcure ; 
There in a mother’s eye to read delight, 

And in her cradling arm repofe fecure. 


The public is obliged to this author for An Elegy 
written among the Ruins of an Abbey, the Nun, and other 


little pieces. 





18. Imitations of the Eighteenth Epiftle of the firft Book, and of thé 
Lighth Ode of the fourth Book of Horace. By the Author of the 
Eulogy of Frederic King of Pruffia. 8wvo. Pr, 1s. Wilkie. 


Thefe are fome of the beft imitations of Horace, which we 
have feen fince the days of Mr. Pope. 


19. The Refeue: or, Thefpian Scourge. Being a Critical Enquity 
into the Merit of a Poem, intituled, Thefpis. With fome Candid 
Remarks on the Modefty, Good-Nature, and Impartiality of that 
Piecs. Written in Hudibraftic Verfe. By John Brownfinith. 
4to. Pr. is, 6d, Williams. 


Mr. Brownfinith, who feems to pe a good-natured author, 
writes in Hudibraftie verfe, and is deftitute neither of fenfe nor 
humour, very humanely offers his poetical plaifters to cure the 
wounds which have been inflifted by the author of Thefpis. 


20. The Convent; or, the Hiftory of Julia. 2 Vols, 120. Pr. 6s. 
Lowndes. 


There is fuch a fimilitude in all the modern romances, that 
to give the fable of one is in fact relating the ftory of half a 
dozen. The fame charafters, the fame fentiments, the fame 
incidents, prefent themfelves almoft on every fide. Love, ail- 
powerful love, is the great ground-work of this piece: but here 
are two marriages inftead of on/y one—the lover gets a wife, 
and his miftrefs a hufband, who are difpatched in time, before 
they come together: as ufual her enamorato is impofed upon 
to believe her falfe by her rival, who obtains his hand, in a fit 
of revenge, by the impofition. Not contented with this fuccefs, 
the marchionefs de Sevigne has Julia fecured in a convent, from 
whence fhe is again betrayed by treachery, and forcibly married 
to a duke, who is prefently enamoured with his wile’s fifter. 
Fhe marchionefs dies of grief and remorfe, and his grace is killed 
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* 1 a duel with the lover of his miftrefS. After this, it were almoft 


eedlefs to fay that the marquis and Julia are very happy, and 
4]] that. 

We are much inclined to believe, from fome topographical 
defcriptions, and the very many gallicifms which obtrude in 
this production, that it is aclofe imitation, if not a literal 
tranflation, from a French novel. 


21. The Nunnery; or, the Hiftory of Mifs Sophia Howard. 2 Vols. 
12mo. Pr. 6s. Noble. 


Two volumes more of love, diltrefs, and marriage !—Take 
the out-lines, gentle reader. —Mifs Sophia Howard is the daugh- 
ter of a Roman catholic gentleman ; and farting a woman 
grown, completely qualified for the connubial knot, a lover pre- 
fents himfelf under the name of Mr. Vernon, whois alfo of the 
Romifh perfuafion, but of good fortune. ‘This match is ap- 
proved by her father, her mother-in-law, and aunt : but Mifs 
cannot be perfuaded into it, having conceived a ftrong paffion 
for Mr. Lindfey. Upon her refufing Mr. Vernon’s hand, and 
a difcovery being made of her correfpondence with Lindfey, 
fhe is confined to her chamber, and foon after conduéted by 
her aunt to aconvent in France. Mr. Lindfey follows and 
carries her off—but an unlucky rencounter upon the road ren- 

ers their fcheme abortive. Mr. Vernen meets them at an inn; 
the rivals fight, and both are wounded. Mifs’s aunt being 


prefent, fheis re-conduéted by herto the nunnery. After fome 


time has elapfed, another plan is formed for reftoring ker liber- 
ty: Baron Rochefort, who profefles great friendfhip for Mifs 
Howard and Mr. Lindfey, is an auxiliary in its execution 
but he, alas! proves to be a rival, and by anticipating her in- 
tended efcape, carries her off to his own cauntry-feat, where he 
declares his pafiion, and filrongly importunes her to confent to 
his happinefs. She treats him with the contempt he deferves, 
and by bribing the female-guard fet over her, makes her efcape 
to Paris ; where fhe has the mortification to find that her dear 
Lindfey has been impofed upon, by a fictitious letter fuppofed to 
be written by her, to believe her perfidious, However, an 
eclairciflement and reconciliation takes place, and at length 
they are married, but not till he has acquired the title of Sir 
Edward Lindfey, by the death of his brother, and thereby ren- 
ders her a lady, 





22. A 
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22. A Letter to the Proprietors of Eaft India Stock, from Mr. Henry 
Vanfittart, occafioned by a late Anonymous Pamphlet, and by the 
Eaft-India Od/erver, No. V1. 800. Pr.2s. Newbery. 


The epithet of princes applied by Scripture to merchants 
can be no longer confidered as an Eaftern hyperbole, fince 
the proprietors and direétors of the Englith Eaft-{ndia com- 
pany are more than princes, and may be faid to have bound 
Rings in fetters of iron. Me. Vanfittart, after occupying an 
exalted ftation fome years, returns to his native land, where, for 
what reafon we know not, he is coldly received by his mafters, 
we mean the matfters of hin who was the mafter of a great 
prince. 

This letter is‘intended to vindicate the governor ’s conduc 
from what he thinks an unfair attack made upon it by an Eait- 
India direftor. He here difplays the low ftate of the compa- 
my’s affairs upon his arrival at Bengal; a fubje& we have fre- 
quently difcuffed in our Review. He vindicates the neceffity 
of the connections formed by the fele& committee at Bengal 
with Meer Coffim, by which the company gained one million 
. two hundred and fifty thoufand pounds, though ‘even that fum 
could not preferve their affairs from finking. Mr. V. is not 
very favourable to the convention which had been concluded 
with Meer Jaffier when he was raifed to the nabobfhip. He 
explains the reafons of the part be took in dethroning that 
prince, which he thinks was the only meafure that could have 
faved the company’s affairs*from ruin ; and he corroborates 
his arguments by his antagonift Mr. Scrafton’s own words, in 
his Sketch of the Hiftory of Bengal, from the year 1739 to 
1756, 

In the courfe of this pamphlet it appears very evidens, that 
if lord Clive and his friends were impofed upon in the idea they 
conceived of Meer Jaffier, Mr, V. was equally miftaken with 
regard to Meer-Coflim, Meer Jaffier’s fucceffor. ‘The truth is, 
Meer Coflim confidered himfelf as no better than the firft flave 
of the company’s fervants, who traded in falt, betel-nut, to- 
bacco, and other articles of inland confumption, without pay- 

‘ing any duties. We are afraid this was not all the poor nabob 
fuffered, and that thofe high and mighty fervants of the com- 
pany thought they had a right to exempt the nabob’s own fub- 
jets from paying duties likewife. At laft, as an article of 
great indulgence, the company allowed the nabob two anda 
half per cent. on falt. This allowance was infufficient to 
enable the nabob to fulfil his engagements with the company. 
* My opinion (fays Mr. V.) of the inland trade, from the begin- 
ning, was this; that the firmaun gave us no fort of right to it; 
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dnd I agree with the direftor, that it is abfurd to fuppofe it 
éver could be intended. In foreign trade, the firmaun grants 
us an exemption from duties ; in inland trade it Ieaves us upon 
a footing with the natives of the country. Paying fuch duties 
as were eftablifhed by the nabob, and taking his duftuck or 
pafs, the Englifh might trade in it, equally with hisown fub- 
jects. 

‘ ¢ Such orders from the company, upon this fubje&, as were 
in being, at the time of my arrival, did not contradi& this opi- 
nion, nor give me the leaft authority to take away from the 
fubje&ts a benefit, which they had enjoyed in the time of both 
my predecefiors, lord Clive and Mr. Holwell. I looked upon 
it, asa matter, already determined, by long prefcription, that 
whatever inhabitant of Calcutta, company’s fervant, or other, 
had paid the nabob’s duties at Hoogly, upon his producing the 
receipt and the pafs, from the proper office there, hada right 


to go on with his trade, 


* Large purchafes of falt were made in the company’s lands, 
as well in the diftrits of Calcutta, as in thofe of Burdwan and 
Midnapore; upon this alfo the nabob’s duties were paid at 
Hoog!y, becaufe it was an inland trade, wherein I thought we 
could claim no preference, over the people of the country. 

‘ This was the dittinGion | always underftood, and explained 
myfelf upon, very fully on many occafions, particularly in my 
letter from Mongheer, of the 15th of December 1762. Mi- 
pute in confultation of the, 11t of February 1763, further minute 
asth of February 1763, further minute 1ft of March 1763. 
In my diflent from that article of Mr. Amyatt’s inf ruétions, 
which required him to infilt upon Meer Coffim’s admitting an 
unlimited right of trading cuftom-free; and finally, in my dif- 
fent from that article in the fubfequent treaty with Meer Jaffier. 

‘ But paying the nabob’s duties, and trading under his paff- 
port, I did not conceive this pra€tice to be any infringement of 
the company’s orders. The moft recent inftru€tions I could 
find, were in a letter of the year 1748; the terms of which, as 
well as I remember, were far from being conclufive any farther, 
than that it was a trade not to be carried on as a firmaun pri- 
vilege, exempt from cuftoms to the country government. 

‘ | fearched carefully for later, and more particular orders, 
but could find none, and knowing that the trade had been openly 
carried on, by numbers, ever fince the appointment of Meer 
Jaffer, with which the company could not. be wnacquainted, 
I regarded it asa right eftablifhed by cuftom and prefcription. 
I had no conception, that fome fhould be permitted to follow 
it, and others be reftrained, and therefore I prohibited no 


company’s fervaat, nor other inhabitant from this trade; and 
I traded 
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J traded in it, equally myfelf, nor at this day can J fee any rea- 
fon, why the fervants of the company fhould be reftrained from 
dealing in this trade, upon a footing of equality with the peo- 
ple of the country, Had I thought otherwife, and wifhed to 
put a ftop to the trade, it would have been utterly out of my 
power. No example nor orders of mine could have prevailed, 
where we have ri that the council were unanimous (only one 
gentleman excepted) in declaring a full right to this trade, 
free, as derived to us from the firmaun. 

‘ {| am aware, that it will be faid, the duties we paid to the 
nabob were by do means equal to what was paid by the peo- 
ple of the country : this is undoubtedly true, but I knew not 
what the people of the country paid, till I went up,to Mong- 
heer, two years after my arrivalin Bengal. The duty we paid 
at Hoogly was two and a half per cent. on the price fixed in the 
nabob’s pafs, which price being always confiderably above the 
real coft, brought it to about four and a half ficca rupees per 
100 maunds of falt, as rated in confultation ft. of March 1763. 
This was the duty that had been required by the nabob’s offi- 
cers, from the firft beginning of this trade, in the year 1758; 
receiving this duty they gave the pals, and no objection was 
made as to the rate of duty, till the year 1762. Complaints 
were made at different times, that the gentlemen at fome of the 
factories would pay no duties, and that their agents or go- 
maftahs were guilty of oppreffions, which I endeavoured as 
much as I could to redrefs; but as to the rate of duties, | was 
not feafible of any neceflity for an alteration, till the time be- 
fore- mentioned. 

‘ The complaints of the country merchants to Meer Coffim, 
of the advantage we had over thetn, in this trade, were ftrong- 
ly urged by Meer Coflim to me, upon my arrival at Mongheer, 
in December 1762; and as it was my with to eftablifh an uni- 
verial equality in a trade, which confilied chiefly in the necef- 
faries of life, [ readily agreed in the duty, which he propofed 
of nine per cent. and which was the fame the Muffulmen mer- 
chants paid. 

. Enquiring afterwards, in my way down the river, from the 
agents, which I met upon their paflage up, with feveral fleets of 
boats belonging to the co uantry merchants, I found the duties 
demanded from them at (cveral places, amounted to above 
25 rupees per 100 maunds, which, reckoning the falt at 80 
rupees per 100 maunds, would be 20 per cen. upon the colt. 
Regarding this as an impofition and extortion of the colleGors, 
or of the zemindars of the difiriéts, bordering upon the river, 
(fince the nabob himfelf had computed the duties only at g per 
cent.) I reprefented the cafe to, him, and recommended to him 
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to free the merchants in general from fuch a variety of demands 
by receiving from them, as from us, a reafonable rate of cuf- 
toms, in One place only. 

‘ But in thefe my endeavours, to eftablifh a general equality, 
in. this trade, I was affifted by only one of the council, Mr. 
Hattings; the refit of the gentlemen oppofed it violently, in- 
fitting, that by the firmaun we had a right to deal in this trade 
cuftom-free, as well as in the foreign trade; and accordingly 
Mr. Amyatt, upon his deputation to Meer Coffim, was pofi- 
tively enjoined in his inftruétions to claim this right, and then 
to tel! the nabob he fhould be allowed two and a half per cent. 
upon falt as an indulgence; in exa& conformity to the plan 
propoled by Major Carnac, in his minute of the ft. of March. 

‘ Thus founded, I fay it was the abufe of this trade, the 
claiming it as a firmaun privilege, duty-free, that was ‘* one 
of the real caufes of the war;” for | muft agree with the di- 
reClor, that ** to infift upon carrying on the inland trade, pay- 
ing two and a quarter per cent. was the fame in effect as infift- 
ing upon the fubah’s confent to the ruin of himfelf and all his 
fubje&is,”’ efpecially when it is confidered that this was to be on 
falt only, while the natives were to pay largely on all articles. 

‘ I have mentioned what orders of the company, in relation 
to this trade, exifted in Bengal at the time of my arrival, none 
more recentthan 1748; and although it was well known to have 
come into frequent and continual praétice, from the year 1758, 
no other orders were received on the fubje&t, until thofe which 
the dire&tor mentions, dated the 8th of February 1764, and 
received in Bengal in Auguft or September following. As I 
have no copy by me, and do not particularly recoile& the terms 
of thofe orders, I fhall fuppofe they were fuch as the dire&tor 
itates them, and enjoined pofitively, that a ftop fhould be put 
to the inland trade in falt; but thefe orders could not ferve for 
our government, before we were poficifed of them; and when 
they arrived, two or three very ftrong circumitances came un- 
der the confideration of the governor and the council, along 
with them, as being circumftances the dire&tors were unac- 
quainted with, when they wrote the order, Thefe were, the 
war with Meer Coffim, his defeat and expulfion, and the ap- 
pointment of Meer Jafher, who in his treaty had confented ex- 
prefsly, that the Englifh might trade free of cuftoms, in all ar- 
ticle:, excepting falt, upon which two and a half per cent. was 
to be paid at Hoogly. 

* About the fame time that the company’s before-mentioned 
order arrived, Meer Jaffer came to Calcutta, and having found 
great loffes and inconveniencies from this article of the treaty, 
(trom which it will be remembered, that Mr, Haftings and I 
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d#ffented) the board had upon his reprefentations agreed to 
take the fubje&t of the inland trade into frefh confideration; and 
waving the right, which by this treaty they had acquired, to 
eftablifh fuch limitations and reftri€tions, in concert with the» 
nabob, as that it fhould neither be oppreffive to the natives, 
nor hurtful to the nabob’s revenue. 

* Such a plan was aétually completed, fome time in ‘the 
month of Odober, and the direétor has no doubt read it upon 
the face of the confultations. All the diftanr branches of this 
trade were cut off to prevent the oppreffions which were com- 
mitted by the agents and gomaftahs, in thofe places, where no 
authority of the company was prefent to reftrainthem. All 
Europeans were forbid to go up the country; and, in fhort, 
fuch regulations were made as promifed all the wifhed for good 
effects, 

‘ Bur juft as we were iffuing the orders, to enforce thefe re- 
gulations, the fhip Succefs arrived (the 27th of O&ober 1764, 
or thereabouts) with a letter from the court of directors, dated 
in May, in which we were told that lord Clive, and the fele& 
committee, would have powers to regulate the inland trade.’ 

Mr. V. next labours to clear himfelf from all fufpicion of a 
wilful and interetted breach of the company’s orders, and is 
very fevere upon the proceedings of the fele&t committee. He 
reproaches them with having eftablifhed a monopoly, ¢ in my 
opinion (fays he) of the moft injurious nature. I have my in- 
formation from an advertifement, which, as it was affixed by 
way of proclamation, in all the public places of the fettlement, 
is,‘ I fuppofe, in the hands of every body; burl will juit recite 
the preamble, as a proof of what 1 have alleged. 


| Calcutta, 12 Auguft, 1765. 
ADVERTISEMENT. 


*« The honourable the court of direlors, having thought 
proper to fend out particular orders for limiting the inland trade 
in the articles of falt, betel-nut, and tobacco, the fame is now 
to be carried on, in conformity to thofe orders, by a public 
fociety of proprietors, to be formed for that purpofe, and an 
exclufive right to the trade of thofe articles will be vefted in this 
fociety, by an authority derived from the company, and from 
the nabob ; dll manner of perfons, dependent on the honoura- 
ble company’s government, are hereby ftri€ly prohibited from 
dealing, in any refpect, direétly or indiré&ly, in the articles of 
falt, betel-nut, or tobacco, from the date hereof; that is to | 
fay, that they fhall not enter into any new engogements, un- 
| --Ls lefs 
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lefs as contractors, either for the purchafe or fale of the articles 
with the fociety of trade.” 

Mr. V. confiders the prefent nabob as a mere tool of the 
company; for he actually ifued orders to all the zemindars of 
the country to attend at Calcutta, and enter into bond to trade 
in falt only with the committee. Our author, from what we 
think a very candid itate of fa&s, explains the neceflity of aug- 
menting the military force during his adminiftration in Bengal. 
He thinks that the fervice performed by colonel Monro, in 
gaining the battle of Buxar to the company, was greater than 
the advantage they received from the battle of Plaffey by lord 
Clive ;. and indeed we incline to the fame opinion, as alfo that 
jt was owing to the victory at Buxar that the company is now 
in poffeffion of all it holds in Bengal. He next proceeds to a 
point of law; Whether, when Jaffer Ali Khan regained the na- 
bobfhip, and promifed to make up the loffes fuftained by the 
tyranny and oppreffion of Coffim Aly Khan in their trade in the 
country, the fufferers are not intitled to be indemnified accord- 
jng tothe prices of the goods at the places where they wereloft ? | 
Mr. V. has given us the opinion of two eminent lawyers on 
this cafe, which concur with his own, That the fufferers are 
entitled only to prime coft, charges of merchandize, and tea 
per cent, intereft, 

We muft decline entering farther into this controverfy, be- 
caufe in many parts it becomes perfonal. The pamphlet, up- 
on the whole, is written with a great air of candour; and it is 
to be hoped, that from thele bickerings amongfi the principals, 
the public will be enabled, at laft, to form true ideas of the 
virtue and difintereftednefs of this opulent company and its 
fervants. 


23. Obfervations on Mr. Vanfittart’s Narrative. By Luke Scraf- 
ton, £/7; 8vo. Pr. is. Kearfly. 


From thefe Obfervations we perceive that feveral fparring 
blows have already paffled between their author and Mr. V. 
Mr. Scrafton vindicates himfelf from being the writer of a paper | 
called the Obferver, which Mr. V. complained of. In the 
‘pamphlet before us Mr, Scrafton goes as far back as the battle 
of Plafiy, and feems to think that throughout the whole of Mr. 
Halwell’s government in Bengal, the defign of depofing Meer 
Jaffer might be traced ; a charge which, if it can deferve that 
name, we think Mr. ‘Scrafton has fully and fairly proved. Our 
author has in‘erted a copy of the memorial delivered by Mr. 
‘Hotwell (whom ‘he treats with fome feverity) to Mr. V. when 
the former refigned his government, together with “his-own re- 
| marks, 
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marks, which throw great light on the tranfactions of that 
country. He has reftored to life feveral men, women and 
children, who were reprefented by Mefl. H. and V. as having 
been murdered by Meer Jaffer and his fon; and cenfures the 
manner of depofing that prince. His Obfervations conclude as 
follows : 

‘ The reftoring Jafir Ally Cawn to the fubahfhip was the 
neceflary confequence of the war againft Coffim Ally Cawn, 
and the conditions on.which he was to be reftored were, befides 
the confirmation of former treaties, 

¢ That he fhould maintain twelve thoufand horfe and twelve 
thoufand foot, which number fhould not be exceeded without 
the confent of the company, that he fhould permit a conftant 
refident at his court, on behalf of the company. 

‘ That the orders iffued by Coffim Ally Cawn, declaring all 
trade exempt from cuftoms for two years, fhould be reverfed, 
and the Englifh permitted to trade free of duty on all commo- 
dities except falt, which fhould pay two and a half per cent. 

‘ Thirty laacks of rupees to be paid to the company, to de- 
fray their loffles and expences in the war. 

‘ All private perfons, inhabitants of Calcutta, to be reim- 
burfed fuch loffes as they fhould prove before the governor and 
council ; befides this public treaty, there were the following 
feparate articles, which are not entered on the records. 

‘ That twenty-five laacks fhould be paid to the army for their 
fervices, and half that fum to the navy. , 

« The warwas carried on with fuch fuccefs againft Coflim 
Ally, thathe was foon driven out of his dominions, and im- 
plored the protection of Sujah Dowla, the fubah of the next 
province ; who, on hearing Coflim Ally had entered his do- 
minions with a confiderable force, which ftill remained attach- 
_ed tohim, thought it proper to move towards the Bengal fron- 
tier; when having made Coffim {Ally difmifs his troops, and 
probably having taken a confiderable fhare of his treafures, he 
then folemnly took him under his proteétion. 

‘ It does not appear Sujah Dowla hadvat this time any. in- 
tention of invading the Bengal provinces, but our fuccefs a- 
gainft Coflim Ally was followed by a mutiny among our troops, 
at the inftigation of fome French men in our fervice ; a batal- 
lion of fepoys, and about two hundred Europeans (moftly fo- 
reigners) marched off to the enemy, with their arms, colours, 
and two field-pieces, and the reft were with difficulty reftrained 
from following them. 

‘ Flattered by thefe circumftances of our diftrefs, Sujah 
Dowla feemed to aflure himfelf of an.eafy conqueft of the three 
provinces, which he immediately invaded, Genetal Carnac, 

who 
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who at this time commanded our army, wiftly declined hazard- 
ing an action ; asthe mutinous fpirit in the army was not yet 
reduced, he ftood on the defenfive, and always repulfed the 
enemy, and covered Patna, till the rains put an end to all opera- 
tions. General Carnac being foon after difmiffed from the 
fervice by orders from England, the command devolved on 
major Munro, who, by a well-timed feverity, reduced the army 
to obedience; took the field, and gain’d the important battle 
of Buxar. 

‘ Affairs in Calcutta were pufhed with as much vigour as in 
the field ; Mir Jaffir was extremely prefled for payment of the 
feveral demands on him. The expence of the army was enor-| 
mous, for we did not now fight our battles with a handful of 
men as at Plafly in 1757. The military eftablifhment had been. 
annually encreafing ever fince lord Clive left the country, and 
now confifted of eighteen thoufand horfe and foot, the expence 
of which foon fwallowed up the thirty laacks paid by Meer 
Jaffir ; as alfo the further fum of five laacks per month, which 
Mir Jaffir had agreed to pay while the war lafted ; and the com- 
pany were finking from forty to fifty thoufand pounds every 
month of their capital : befides the maintaining the war at this 
immenfe expence, Meer Jaffir was clofely preffed for the vaft 
fums to be paid on private accounts. 

‘ The article of the treaty ftipulating an indemnification for 
private loffes, proved a fource of the moft difhonourable oppref- 
fion. Meer Jaffir was firft affured the lofles would not amount 
to move than ten laacks, on the faith of which he confented 
to make them good ; he was foon after told it would be twenty, 
then thirty, then forty, and was finally fixed at fifty-three 
Jaacks, or feven hundred thoufand pounds, of which feven- 
éighths was for loffes fuftained (or faid to be fuftained) in an 
illicit monopoly of the neceffaries of life, carried on againit 
the orders of the company, and to the utter ruin of many 
thoufands of the India merchants : That we may not lofe the 
fight of the Englith conduét in this, I fhall here bring this fub- 
je& to a conclufion, by informing the reader, that the court of 
directors being juftly alarmed at the fatal confequences they | 
apprehended from this trade, had under date, the eighth of 
February 1764, moft pofitively ordered their fervants to put a 
total and effectual ftop to the inland trade in falt. Mr. Van- 
fittart and his council met to debate on this order, and came to 
a refolution to carry it on, paying two and a half per cent. 
Mr. Vanfittart is pleafed to urge, contradictory orders were 
then arrived, or foon expected. Mr. Vanfittart miftakes both 
in dates and faéts. Four months after the above order, the 
court of directors, conformable to an order of a general court, 
informed 











Montruiy CATALOGUE, 155 


informed thcir agents at Bengal, that lord Clive and.the fele& 
committee would have powers to regulate the inland trade, 
meaning to regulate it fo, that it fhould neither be oppreffive 
to the natives-nor hurtful to the nabob’s revenue ; but this letter 
was not received nor known of at that period of time when the 
above refolution was agreed to. 

‘ To return to the demands made upon Meer Jaffir. The twen- 
ty-five laacks, ftipulated for the army, were nearly difcharged, 
but all delicacy of condué& was laid afide, in the manner in 
which payment was obtained for the feven hundred thoufand 
pounds for private loffes, half of which was foon extorted from 
him, though the company were at that time finking under the 
burthen of the war, and: obliged to borrow great fums of 
money of their fervants at eight per cent. intereft ; and even 
with that affiftance could not carry on both their war and their 
inveftment, but fent their fhips’ half loaded to Europe. 

© When advice was received of lord Clive’s departure from 
England, the perfecution of Meer Jaffir for payment of the fe- 
veral demands on him held pace with their fears of lord Clive’s 
difapprobation of their conduét, and I make no doubt that the 
indignities he fuffered haftened his death, by bringing on a bad 
{tate of health, which ended in a dropfy, of which he died two 
months after Mr. Vanfittart left the country.’ 

As we are no judges of the facts contained in this pamphlet, 
we can only fay, that it is written with decency and good 
fenfe. 


24. An Addrefs from John Zephaniah Holwell, Efq; to Luke 
Scrafton, E/g; in Reply to bis Pamphlet, intitled, Obfervations 
on Mr. Vanfittart’s Narrative. 8wo. Pr. is. Becket. 


We cannot be fo cruel as to flatter Mr. Holwell that Mr. 
Scrafton, or any other gentleman, needs to ftand in awe of 
what he is pleafed to call the juft chaftifement of his pen. 
‘* When you fent me (fays Mr. Scrafton to him in a letter pub- 
lifhed with this addrefs) one of your Hiftorical Events, I 
then wrote you, that I reprefented your Memorial as falfe, 
or mifreprefented, in every initance; as alfo your Account 
of the revenues, which has been productive of much mif- 
chief to the company, and is fo totally falfe, that befides the 
grofs fum of eleven crore, being eight and a half crore more 
than the real fact; the items it is compofed of are ridicu- 
loufly falfe.—You rate the city of Dacca at two crore. — The 
whole province, city included, is but twenty-five laaks — the 
cuftoms of the city, I dare fay, do not pafs 40,000 rupees. 
As you have thought fit to publifh thofe things to the world, 
you muft take the confequence of having gone on fuch 
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wrong informations.” From this quotation it appears that Mr. 
Scrafton, who is a diref&tor, is offended at Mr. Holwell’s efti- 
mates, and thinks it his duty to vindicate the condu& of lord Clive. 

We have already difclaimed our pafling any judgment on 
the faéts contained in thefe publications, but we cannot omit 
tranfcribing the following very extraordinary paflage. < Let 
it in the firft place be remembered, that howfoever happy in 
its confequences the defeat at Plafley proved to individual fuf- 
ferers, the means by which it was obtained fhould rather be 
forgot, nor fhould you blazon that defeat with the femblance 
of a military act of prowefs, which was folely owing to the 
treafon and treachery of Royduljlob and Mhir Jaffer, two of 
Surajah Dowla’s generals, the higheft in office, as well as in 
the confidence of their mafter ; thus betrayed, no glory would 
have been reflected on our arms, had the defeat been atchieved 
with one fourth of the men then under lord Clive’s command.’ 

Mr. Holwell’s manner of judging the battle of Plaffey 
reminds us of the obfervations of the French on the Englith 
conquefts at Agincourt, Blenheim, Ramillies, Minden, and 
other places ; all which were acquired by fome unforefeen acci- 
‘dent, fome fecret treachery, or fome flight inadvertency in the 
French generals, without a fingle grain of merit or courage on 
the fide of the Englifh. According to one of thofe refined po- 
liticians, it was not Alexander who gained the battle of Arbela, 
but an old woman, who happened to throw into the ftreet a 
hob-nail, which ftuck into the hoof of the Perfian general’s war- 
horfe, and difabled him from charging the enemy. We fhall 
conclude our review of this addrefs in Mr. Scrafton’s own 
words: that we * fhould be forry to difturb the author’s tran- 
quility, at his time of life, or to do any thing that may tend to 
deprive the world of his future reveries on the Banian * reli- 
gion.’ | 


25. An Attempt to pay off the National Debt, by abslifoing the Eatt- 
India Company of Merchants; and all other Monopolies. With 
other Intercfiing Meafures. 80. Pr. 1s. Bladon. 


We can difcover no other fenfe or meaning in this pamphlet, 
except that, if the government of England would be fo. kind to 
itfelf and the nation, as tocommit a moft infamous breach of 
public faith, by deftroying the charter of the Eaft India com- 
pany, the national debt might be paid. As to the execution 
of this propofal, it is below contempt. 





* See vol, XX. p..145, and vol, XXII. p, 340. 


26. An 
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26. An Addrefs to the Public; concerning the Bufinefs Detawten the Go- 
wernment and the Eaft-India Company. Proving that the Govetu-’ 
ment has no juft Demand on the Company, either for Protedion 
granted, or for territorial Acquifition: 8vo. Pr. 6d. Williams. 


This pamphlet is occafioned by two letters in the Gazetteer, 
faid to be written by an Hibernian, who propofes that the 
company fhall pay a million yearly, till the debt of the nation 
is paid. It contains very warm expoftulations dgainft the au- 
thor of the preceding pamphlet, with much perional abufe a- 
gainft two admirals, and an honourable general. The whole 
is the work of fome of thofe fcribblérs who every day write in 
the public papers on temporary fubjects. 


27. A Review of the prefent State of the Nation, its Maladiés and 
Means of Relief: humbly fubmitted to the Coufideration of the In- 
habitants of Great Britain. By a Wellewifber io bis Country. 
Svo. Pr. 15. 6d. Peat. 


The author of this pamphlet is one of thofe temporary Ly- 
curgi, who very kindly facrifice their literary eafe to the drudg- 
ery of mending the ftate, inftru€ting his. majefty, ahd appoint- 
ing or difplacing his miniiters.. A certain lately created peer 
who is thought at prefent to prefide at the Britith helm, is thie 
object. of our-author’s indignation, He difapproves of all his 
American meafuses, and -abufes him for raifing the pricé of 
beer to three half-pence farthing a pint. He cenfures the go- 
vernment for not ordéeting double crops to grow for the férvice 
of the good people of England; and advifes the minifiry to 
avail themfelves of the Eaft India company’s revenues, He 
very generoufly provides for the two eldeft princes of the blood 
royal out of the rents of the crown-lands, when farmed out for 
pafture fields; and concludes with many patriotic effufions of 
public fpirit, in which we with him fuccefs, 


28. A free Appeal to the People of Great-Britain, on the ConduG of 
the prefent Adminifpration, fince ihe Thirieth of Fuly, 1766, 
8v0, Pr. 1s. Almon. 


This pamphlet contains bitter invectives againft the prefent 
adininiftration, and is written in favour of that which. preceded 
the laft. The right honourable perfonage fuppofed to be now 
at the helm of affairs is treated as the very mirror of defpotifm; 
or, in other words, as a great ‘Turk, who willnot fuffer evena 
brother to be near his throne. His.peerage is pronounced.firit 
to be an aé& of felo de fe, and afterwards a new fpecific for the 
gout. In fhort, the whole arrangements of the adminiftration 
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are here diffeéted in a manner which we think unfafe to relate 
to the public. 


29. A Letter toG.G. 80. Pr. 2s. Williams. 


A contemptible infipid colleé&tion of abufe upon the right 
honourable perfon to whom it is addreffed. It goes as far back. 
as the time when the Confiderations upon the German War 
were publifhed, which he fuppofes that right honourable gen- 
tleman to have patronized. The author next attacks a pam- 
phlet * of which he is conjeétured to be the author, and then 
proceeds to other topics of common-place abufe and cenfure. 
We find nothing new or interefting in this publication, which is 
a farrago of hackneyed objections to the right honourable gen~ 
tleman’s adminiftration. 


30. ALetter to the Right Hon. J. P. Speaker of the Houfe of Com- 
mons inIreland. 8vo. 1s. Wilkie. 


This is a very fhrewd fenfible letter. The writer, who has 
hot treated the right honourable perfon to whom he addreffes it 
with much politenefs, lays hold of the report, that the prefent 
lord-lieutenant is to refide in Ireland ; a fcheme which he highly 
approves ; and gives us a very lively, and, we are afraid, a very 
true picture of the evils refulting from the momentary deful- 
tory refidence of former lieutenants. He then with great free- 
dom contrafts the late ftate of Ireland with the aufpicious 
change he expeéts from the new arrangements, and the per- 
fonal charaéter of the ear] of B. 

Tho’ this letter is peculiarly calculated for the meridian of 
Ireland, yet it may be read with great SatistaGtion and improve- 
ment by the people of Great Britain. 


31. An Inquiry into the Management of the Poor, and our Polity re- 
Speating the Common People; with Reafons why they bave not bi- 
therto been attended with Succefs, and fuch Alterations offered to the 
Confideration of the Legiflature, as may probably introduce a more 
general Spirit of Indufiry and Order, and greatly leffen the Publick 
Expence. 8v0. Pr. 13. 6d. White. 


This performance is written bya well-meaning volunteer in the 
public’s fervice, who imagines that if all the people of Great 
Britain were as well intentioned as himfelf, the poor might be 
relieved. As we are not difpofed to throw the fmalleft obftacle 
in the way of any charitable propofal, we moft heartily recom- 
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mend the perufal of this pamphlet to the members of. the two 
hou (es of parliament, to the church-wardens and overfeers of the 
poor in every parifh of the kingdom, and to all benevolent gerr- 
tlemen who.are ‘willing and able to relieve the diftrefles of their 
neighbours. 


32. Some Olfervations on the Farmer’s Three Letters to a Member of 
Parliament : And bis Propofal for preventing future Scarcity. In 
which areal Inftance is given of the Improvement of Land ; and 
the Reafonablene/s of abolifoing Tyth in Kind is fully confidered, 
By a Country Gentleman. 8v0. Pr. 6d. Almon. 

We have already * given our opinion of the Three Letters a- 
bove-mentioned. ‘The pamphlet before us is written upon the 
fame plan, and very poflibly by the fame hand. 


33. Uniting aud monopolizing Farm , Dlatalpspveved difadvantageous 
to the Land-O-wners, and highly prejuditio’ ta ibe ‘Public. By ae 
Gentleman in the Country, 8vo. Pr. Gd. Smith. ° 


This writer has confidered his fubje&t, which we have already 
recommended to the public, with great accuracy and precifion. 
We do not remember to have feen an anfwer profeffedly written 
again{t this author’s fcheme of dividing large farms, though 
fome have thought + that the engroffing of farms is not © great 
an evil as has been reprefented. We fhall not prefume to add 

any thing to what we have already faid on this topic, becaufe 
it is now under the moft ferious confideration of the higher 


powers. 


34. Important Hints, towards an Amendment’ of the Royal Dock- 
Yards: Being Confiderations on alate Pamphlet on the Oak-Timber. 
Wherein fome Paffages in that Book are farther explained and illuf- 
trated, with Juitable Remarks thereon. By a Man of Kent. Swe. 
Pr. its. Wilkie, 


This valuable pamphlet is a fequel to one we have || already 
recommended, as of the higheft importance to the public of 
England. Weare glad to underftand that the fubje& has al- 
ready engaged the attention of fome of the chief officers of the 
navy, who are more immediately interefted in remedying the 
abufes here complained of ; and we wifh them all imaginable 
- fuccefS in their endeavours for that purpofe. 


35. ALetter from a Geutleman ta his Friend, concerning the Cuflom 
of giving and taking Vails. 8&vo, Pr. 6d. Dodfley. 


The public has through many channels been apprized of the 


fcandalous praétice and difagreeable confequences of fervants 
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taking vails and perquifites. All the arguments againft this 
pernicious cuftom are colleéted in this pamphlet, which we 
hope will produce the defired effec. 


36. The celebrated fatyrical Leiure on Hearts. To which is added, 
acritical Difértation on Nofes. 8vo. Pr. 1s. Kearily. 


Thefe le€tures cannot be cenfured; the author's intention is 
Jaudable, and his plan is executed with no inconfiderable degree 
of humour, which we fuppofe is heightened by the manner in 
which the leétures are delivered. 


37. A Difcourfe on the Importance of Anatomy, delivered in the Am- 
phitheatre-of Surgeons in London, oz Wednefday the 21/7 of 
January, 1767. By G. Arnaud, M.D, Quarto. Price 6d. 


From this difcourfe we learn three things, viz, 1ft. That 
anatomy is a fcience of great importance: zdly. That doétor 
Arnaud writes very bad Englifh: and, 3dly, That he had the 
honour to inftrué& * Adelaide of Orleans, princefs of the blood, 
as virtuous as great fcholar in every fcience and art,’ in the 
operations of furgery; and that fhe blooded herfelf with the 
greateft eafe and fafety, though very fat and dificult. 


38. A Treatife on the Stone, Gravel, and other Diforders arifing from 


Obftrudtions of the Urinary Paffages: giving fome Account of the 
Succefs and fuperior Efficacy of tewo new Medicines for the Cure of 
thofe Difeafes. Illuftrated with fome particular Cafes. By J. 
Awfiter, M.D. 8vo. Pr. is. Wilkie. 


We venture to prophefy that the time is not far off, when 
quack medicines will fink into difrepute : mankind, we acknow- 
ledge, are.in general very credulous; but they arve.not fo ex- 
ceedingly ftupid as to be duped for ever. Thofe for whom 
nofirums are intended, may poffibly not difcover a trick fo im- 
mediately as their betters, and confequently are liable to be 
longer impofed on; but give them time, and they will cer- 
tainly find the truth at laft. They may poffibly at firft be 
taken in by a treatife on fuch or fuch a difeafe, and believe, 
that the fole motive of the author was the good of mankind ; 
but give them leifure for reflection, and they will infallibly dif- 
cover the rreatife to be in faét no other than a paper ftuck a- 
gainft a poft, fignifying that the author profefles. to cure a cer- 
tain difeafe, better and cheaper than any body elfe ; and as to 
the cafes ufually publifhed upon thefe occafions, it requires 
very little fagacity to know, that for any thing the reader 
can difcover to the contrary, they may be entirely the inven< 
tion of the author, 


Boke 





